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no remission had taken place upon such an appli- | 
cation for many years now last past. He regarded | 
that proposition of relief, therefore, as one of 
doubtful result, and certainly calculated to excite | 
long debate and to occupy much time, if ultimately 
successful. The present measure was not of that | 
character, but was the one which had been uni- | 
formly adopted in such cases; and for that reason 
had been put forward now, under the hope that it | 
would not only meet the approbation of Congress, | 
but its prompt adoption. 

Time (Mr. W. said) was everything to the suf- 
fering merchants. He had been informed by the | 
respectable committee who were here to repre- | 
sent their interests, that something like forty thou- | 
sand dollars in amount of these bonds were falling | 
due daily; while a provision in the revenue laws 
positively prohibits the entering of goods by, and 
the reception of new bonds from, a merchant | 
whose former bond is due and unpaid in the hands 
of the collector. Importations ordered before the | 
fire are daily arriving; and men whose all has been 
consumed are compelled to raise the means to pay | 
their existing bonds, to enable them to enter the 
goods thus received. Delay, then, in the exten- | 
sion of the credits proposed by this bill might 
cause a commencement of mercantile failures, | 
which, once commenced, could not be calculated, 
either as to their extentand number, or as to their 
effect upon the general mercantile community of 
the country. He did hope, therefore, that the | 
bill might be acted upon without delay, and with- 
out being connected with other propositions of a 
more questionable character. 

He never spoke of legislative precedents as 
binding upon legislative bodies, but he did speak 
of them as worthy of the most grave considera- | 
tion when they were found to be uniform, and not 
conflicting with principle. He feared that the 
proposition to remit the duties upon the burned 

oods would be found to be against the prece- | 
conte and practice of the Government for many | 
years last past, and for that reason his own efforts, 
with those of the committee representing the citi- | 
zens of New York, have been to have this bill 

resented by itself, disconnected from any such 
Hebatable question. It had been so presented by 
the Committee on Finance, and he hoped it would 
not now be exchanged for so doubtful a mode of 
relief, by the adoption of the amendment pro- | 

osed by the honorable Senator from Kentucky, 
far. San) oe in any way connected with that 
question. e wished each measure of relief 
prayed for in the New York memorial might be 
acted upon separately and independently by Con- 
gress; and he must entreat the Senate to adopt or 
reject the proposition to extend the time for the 
payment of the duty bonds, and not to changeit | 
for another, as he feared it would prove a less | 
acceptable proposition. | 

Mr. W. said it had been objected, to the second | 
section of the bill, that it was unconstitutional, as 
being, within the meaning of the Constitution, a 
regulation of commerce or revenue, not general 
to all the ports of the country, but partial, and 
Frepowng, to give an advantage to the portof New | 

ork. He could not himself see any force in the 
objection. He could not view the bill as a regu- 
lation of commerce or revenue, in any manner to 
affect importations hereafter to be made, or the 
revenue to be collected from such importations. 
It was a mere regulation between. the Government 
and a certain portion of its debtors whose means 
of payment had been swept away by a fire unex- 
ampled upon this continent in its extent, and the 
destruction of property it had caused. Could 
any gentleman consider a simple forbearance of 
payment to debtors thus circumstanced as a - 
ulation of commerce or revenue, and, as such, 
partial, unequal, and unconstitutional? He could 
not think so; and surely he was entirely unable 
to see how this position was to be maintained by 
gentlemen who proposed to remit the duties upon 
the burned goods, and thus, not to forbear pay- 
ment upon the bonds merely, but to give them up 
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to be canceled without payment. He must sup- | mence, the extent of which no human foresight 
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pose that, if Congress possessed the power to || 


they possessed equal power, so far as the Con- 


could be constitutional to give up a bond to be 
canceled without payment, and unconstitutional 
to forbear payment upon that same bond fora 
term of years, or a few months, giving nothing 
but the use of the money. 

Any objection, however, to the second section 
of the bill of this character, might be easily re- 
moved by an amendment which should make that 
section general and applicable to all the outstand- 
ing duty bonds taken at all the ports of the coun- 
try. It was not for him to object to such an 
amendment. The bill, in that shape, would be 
made more acceptable to his suffering constitu- 


ents, because relief to any commercial town in || 


the country would consequently relieve the suf- 
fering city whose interests it was his duty to rep- 
resent in this debate. The present state of the 


national Treasury would permit the extension of || 
time upon the existing duty bonds, without injury || 


to the fiscal operations of the Government; and 
if any member of the Senate would propose such 
an amendment to the second section of the bill, 
he should most cheerfully assent to it. He had 
not felt, and the committee from New York rep- 
resenting the interests of its citizens had not felt, 
at liberty to ask that the bill should be extended 
beyond the suffering port; but he could not be 
mistaken in saying that, if made general, it would 
be even more acceptable and more beneficial to 
that city than in its present shape. 

But (Mr. W. said) the adoption of the amend- 
ment proposed by the honorable Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. Cray] as a substitute for this bill 
would not afford the relief required. He feared 
the honorable Senator himealt was not aware of 
the practical effect of the proposition. What did 
he suppose would be the extent of the relief it 
would afford? He (Mr. W.) was able to say, 
from the information given to him by the intelli- 
gent gentlemen who composed the committee from 
New York, that it could not exceed a million and 
a half of dollars; thatthe whole amount of duties 
to be remitted or refunded upon burned goods, in 
case that measure should be adopted according 
to the prayer of the memorial, could not greatl 
exceed thatsum. This would furnish great ae 
in many instances, effectual relief to the immedi- 
ate sufferers by the fire; but it would be, more 
properly speaking, individual than general; it 
would act more emphatically upon individuals 
than upon that great trading and commercial com- 
munity; it would distribute, eventually, and when 
the extent of the claims could be ascertained, a 
large sum of money among the actual sufferers, 
who were importers and dealers in dutiable goods, 
and in that sense was a most desirable measure of 
relief. The bill before the Senate, however, had 
a large scope, and proposed to accomplish a more 
general object. It proposed to relieve, so far as 
forbearance of payment could do it, the whole 
city; it was not opposed to the measure of relief 
provided for by the amendment, but independent 
of it; it was more speedy in its influence, and 
consequently would be more instantly beneficial. 
Mr. W. said it was not by anything we could 
give that he expected business in that great com- 
mercial emporium would be continued without 
fatal interruption; it had become embarrassed by 
an unprecedented destruction of property, sweep- 
ing from thousands of individuals, as it were, 
instantly, the means of paying their debts and dis- 
charging their obligations ofa pecuniary character. 
he Government was a creditor to more than 
three and « half millions of dollars. We have our 
hand upcn these oppressed merchants, and unless 
we raise it, by an extension of time for the pay- 
ment of this great sum of money, if we enforce 
payment in this hour of their affliction, hope must 
desert them, and mercantile failures must com- 


payment upon any bonds taken for duties, | 


stitution was concerned, over all bonds so taken; || 
and certainly he could not comprehend how it |) 


|| quote legislative precedents as binding upon legis- 
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can measure. Will not the Senate, then, consent 

to the forbearance proposed by this bill, and leave 

| for future consideration the relief provided for in 
the amendment? 

Mr. W. had already observed that he did not 


| lative bodies, but that he did refer to them as 
worthy of high regard in cases where the power 
to act was clear, and the practice of Congress had 
| been uniform and long sanctioned. In that sense 
he was bound to refer to several acts of Congress 
applicable to cases of the nature, but not of the 
extent, of the case under consideration. These 
acts spread over a period from 1803 to 1820, and 
| the relief afforded by each was an extension of 
| time to the debtors of the Government for the 
| payment of their duty bonds. The acts to which 
| * would refer were— 

An act for the relief of the sufferers by the fire 
| at Portsmouth, in the State of New Hampshire, 
| in 1803; 
| An act for the relief of the sufferers by the fire 
at the same place, in 1807; 

An act for the relief of the sufferers by fire at 
Norfolk, in the State of Virginia, in 1804; 

An act for the relief of the sufferers by the fire 
at Savannah, in the State of Georgia, in 1820; 

Together with sundry private acts for similar 
relief in individual cases of loss by fire. It was 
a duty he owed to the Committee on Finance, of 
| which he was a member, to refer to these prece- 
| dents as their justification in presenting the bill 
| before the Senate. He was not aware that any 
| question of partiality or favoritism towards these 
afflicted ports had been raised, or that it had been 
for one moment supposed by any person that these 
laws were infractions of the Constitution, or that 
they disturbed, in any sense, the equality of the 
regulations of commerce or revenue. He would 
add no more upon this point, but, with a single 
other remark, would submit the bill to the judg- 
ment and justice of the Senate. 

Was it not for the interest of the Government 
to grant this extension? The means of its debtors 
to pay had been swept away by the fire. Still 
they were struggling, by every effort which en- 
terprise and courage could command, to sustain 
themselves, to sustain their credit as merchants, 
| and to avoid bankruptcy, until the regular restora- 
| tion of business and the gains of trade should en- 

able them to pay their debts. If, in this state of 
| things, we press them with demands of immedi- 
ate payment of our $3,600,000 of bonds, is there 
| not greater danger of loss to us than if we give 
| them time, and permit them to make the struggle 
| which they are now making with so much credit 
to themselves and to the mercantile character? 
He would give it as his most deliberate opinion, 
| that the bill was rather calculated to contribute to 
the security of the Government than to subject it 
to loss, and that it should be passed as a measure 
calculated to benefit the Treasury, even if the suf- 
ferers were not to be regarded. 

Mr. EWING confessed that his doubts had not 
been removed by the observations of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Finance. He believed 
that if the extension were made general, it would 
be considered a regulation in relation to revenue. 
If, as a general proposition, then (said Mr. E.) it 
would be considered as a regulation in relation to 
revenue, when you make the extension apply to 
a particular port, contrary to that provision of the 
Constitution before referred to; this regulation ap- 
plies to the port of New York alone, and gives that 

rta preference over the other ports of the Union. 
The fire in New York gave Congress no power it 
did not possess before. Then, suppose there had 
been no fire there, and a bill was brought in to 
extend the credit on duty-bonds one, two, three, 
four, or five years, touching New York, and no 
other city, would it not then be contended that 
you were giving a preference to New York over 
the other ports of the Union? The fact that there 
was a fire did not change the nature of the case 
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to New York not given to others. It appeared 
to him that there were strong constitutional ob- 
jections to the bill, and he, therefore, could not 
vote for it. 
support, if these constitutional objections were 
removed. The amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky was equally objectionable. 
Mr. WEBSTEK could not go for the amend- 


{t resolved itself into a question of constitutiona 
power, Sceinga practice of the Government for 
a period of twenty years, we should be cautious 
(said Mr. W.) in hazarding an opinion against 
it. How did it happen that billsin 1803, in 1804, 
and in 1820, of similar tenor, passed Congress, 
and the question of unconstitutionality had not 
been discovered tillthistime? Wasthisa law to 
regulate revenue, because it finds certain debtors 
to the Government, and gives them time? Was 
that a reculation of the revenue of the Govern- 
ment? ‘The Constitution goes on, (said Mr. W.,) 
enumerating certain powers and restrictions. 
Congress had a right to regulate commerce with 
foreign powers. It conferred no power to give 
a preference to importations in one State over 
another. In this provision it had elearly a pros- 
pective view. A man hasa bond to pay, and 
Congress gives him time. Was this regulating 
the revenue of the country? 
wudence, he thought the bill ought to be passed. 
t was an act of prudence for the Government to 
give relief as a prudent creditor. A_ prudent 
creditor would always give time, rather than incur 
the risk of losing his debt. With respect to the 


a er et, 


oe 


this bill, first, it provides for a return of duties, 


dollars. ‘That law must find out theloss. Here 
18 a man (said he) who has received the amount 
of insurance on his goods; should he receive the 
relief? He did not say that wasa case that might 
not be provided for, but it was a case that was 
not provided for. It was said that the original 
bill was unequal in its operations. He did not 
consider ita case of right; and it was, therefore, 
not necessary that an exact amount should be 
riven to cach according to his loss. If it should 
2 more favorable to some than to others, no one 
had a right to complain. The Senator from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Ciay,] seemed to regard this 
matter as a release. 
the case had been stated by the gentleman from 
New York, [Mr. Waieur.}] It was nota re- 
lease, but an indulgence. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, had no hesitation in 


deserving the special favor of Congress, it was 
the port of New York. Buton this, as well as on 
all other occasions, we should (said he) act on 
principle, The principle they should act on with 
regard to this bill was one which should govern 
them on all subsequent occasions of the like na- 
ture. ‘The danger was of establishing a prece- 
dent which they might hereafter be called on to 
follow. On the subject of constitutional power 
alone, he confessed he had no difficulties. The 
Senator from Massachusetts (Mr. Wessrer] had 


‘3 put that question on its true grounds. We are 
Re (said he) dealing as a creditor with our debtors, 
ba and we have the power to grant them the indul- 
Fe gence contemplated in the bill. But (said Mr. K.) 


we should not on all occasions use the power we 


second section of the bill was liable to serious 


























objections. It provided not only to extend the | 

i credit on the bonds of those who had suffered by | 
a the fire in New York, but on all other bonds. tt 
.. might be carried over the whole continent. The 
| Ls credit might be extended to Liverpool, to Lyons, 
p BR and to Leeds. The great difficulty was to extend 
; j the bounty of the Government to those who were 


the proper objects of its bounty, and not to those 
: who had no claim on it. Now, as far as New 
York was concerned, he ventured to say that not 
one in a hundred would be the actual losers by the 
fire. Dowe not know (said he) that the abstrac- 



































the value of the rest? The value of the “goods 
remaining on hand then will be enhanced, and 
though some few may suffer bankruptcy, the mass 
will be benefited by their speculations, These 
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|| Out that section. 
He would with pleasure give it his | 


ment of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. omen 


On the ground of 


proposition intended to be introduced in place of 


and an appropriation of a million and a half of 


He thought the true state of | 


saying that if there was any sea-port of this Union || 


possess without due caution, lest we abuse it. The || 


tion of so many goods from the market will raise || 





+a a oa {| i Le Fe i? ihe Oe. 
atall. You are (said Mr. E.) giving advantages '| results operated against the second section of the 


|| bill, and supported the proposition of the Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. Canon] to strike 
The Senator from Massachu- 
setts agreed that it would be a matter of prudence 
in Congress, as creditors, to extend the eredit on 
| the debts due them; but by what stretch of argu- 
ment could the Senator make this apply to the 
provision in the first section of the bill, which 
renews bonds already paid? The arrangement 


dent creditor to secure his debt. 
| was as follows: 


* Provided, That those who are in the provision of this 
section, but who may have paid their bonds subsequent to 


| the late fire, shall also be entitled to the benefit of this sec- | 


tion, and that the said bonds shall be renewed from the day 
when the same were paid, and said payments refunded.”’ 
That is to say, (said Mr. K.,) that we are to 
take money out of our pockets, and lend it for 
four or five years without interest, for the pur- 
pose of securing our debt. He admitted that the 


Senator from Massachusetts was perfectly correct || 


in his constitutional argument, but he thought 
there should be some reasonable affinity between 
the measures to be adopted and the end to be 
/attained. He asked, therefore, if the bill was the 
prudent measure of a prudent creditor to secure 
usdebt? 
| ton, which extended the credit on the bonds of 


those who had not suffered by the fire; and should | 


also move to strike out that provision of the first 
section which refunds the money and renews the 
bonds already paid. 

would vote for the bill. 


propositions to amend the bill. There was no 
gcentieman there prepared to say what would be 


ihe scope of its influence, or the amount of money | 
necessary to meet the cases that would occur. | 
| Both the gentlemen who had proposed amend- || 


| ments assumed the constitutional power of re- 
leasing entirely. 
| Committee on Commerce had announced that if 
the power to release the whole could be assumed, 
we are well warranted in assuming the fact that, 
for the safety of the debt, we are justified in 
giving an extension of time. In a conference of 
|| the Committee on Finance, they had come to that 


| conclusion, This Government had one precedent 


| much stronger than any one thathad been referred 
to. It was the case of the earthquake in Vir- 
| ginia, in the days of her greatness. 


| present and immediate relief to the whole com- 
mercial community in the city of New York, and 


| relief would be afforded to the whole community. 
| Was it not compatible with the beneficence of the 
Government to extend relief wherever it could be 
done constitutionally? He thought relief could 
be best administered according to the opinion of 
| those who best understood the nature and extent 
of the calamity; and he would vote against every 
amendment that was offered. Did the Constitu- 
tion justify it? He did not doubt it. Did the 
finances of the country justify it? They did— 
French war, or no French war. 
Mr. LEIGH did not rise to enter into the de- 
bate on the subject of this bill, but to state his 
_ opinions on the constitutional objections that had 
' been raised to it—not that his opinions were very 
important to any one but himself, but that they 
should be well understood. The question was, 
whether this bill was contrary to that provision 
of the Constitution which declares that no pref- 
erence shall be given by any regulation of com- 
merce or revenue to one port of the Union over 
|the others. Here, if this bill applied to New 
| York alone, the objection would be well founded; 
_ but it gave relief not only to the merchants of that 
| particular place, but to all others concerned in the 
| trade of that place, for their losses in consequence 
|| of the fire. Now, he did net see how this was 


to a particular place, and to those who were by 
|| business connected with it. This was his idea of 
|| the Constitution, and he had no doubts as to the 
|| constitutional power of Congress to pass this bill. 
|, He considered it impossible so to contrive a bill 
\| by which relief might not be extended in some 
|, cases in which, adverting to the particular case, it 
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that gentlemen contended for was that of a pru- || 
The first section 





| cence? 


|| property was of foreign manufacture, and what 
He should vote against the second sec- || 


With these changes, he | 


Mr. MANGUM was decidedly against the | 


The honorable chairman of the | 


He should | 
|| vote for it, on the ground that it was to afford | 


to others in different parts of the country. The | 
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'a general regulation as to the revenue; it applied , 
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ought not to be extended, and withheld in some 
cases in which, adverting to the particular case, it 


| ought to be extended. 


Mr. DAVIS believed there was a uniform 


} 
| desire in the Senate to afford relief, provided jt 


could be done consistently with other duties, Tho 
bill purported to be a bill for the relief of sufferers 
by fire. He had some objections to the bill, but 
he would not say that he would vote against it. It 
was his purpuse at present to throw out some 
objections that had occurred to him. Gentlemen 


_ argued that the bill was not to relieve sufferers by 
| fire, but to relieve the commercial community. [f 


so, then the title was wrong. Do you, said he, 


|| propose that persons who have lost merchandise 
| and property shall receive an extension of credit 
_ on bonds for duties? 
| more speedy method for the collection of duties; 

but by this bill the time of collection was to be 


We had lately introduced a 


extended for four or five years, without paying 
interest. Who were those gentlemen to he 
benefited? The object all suppose to be for the 
relief of citizens of the city of New York. Buta 
great amount of these goods were imported by 
foreigners. Suppose a man has his goods in- 
sured in Liverpool; is he entitled to your benefi- 
He would ask what proportion of this 


proportion of American? You do not (said he) 


| propose to give relief to the American manufac- 


turer. You extend it to a class of persons who have 
not asked it, It was not the principle he com- 
plained of; it was the great inequality of distrib- 
uting the relief. You place (said Mr. D.) a fund 
in the hands of individuals who have not suffered, 
and to whom it is clear gain. As to the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ewine] to 
extend this relief to the whole country, it was 
more obj.ctionable than the other. Here was a 
great suffering they all knew of; among those 
sufferers a large proportion were Americans. By 
adopting the amendment of the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Ewsne,]} you propose to throw into the 
hands of foreign persons a large amount to inun- 
date the country with goods, 

Mr. WEBSTER said a few words in reply to 
his colleague, [Mr. Davis.] The suffering of the 
commercial community was great and was gen- 
eral, and his colleague well understood how in 
such a community the losses of one affected 
another. In a large community, mixed up of 
buyers and venders, importers and retailers, all 
must have suffered more or less in such a calam- 
ity as thatat New York. Were those alone who 
came there the actual sufferers by this fire? The 
Senate would see that if the actual sufferers alone 
were interested, they would be debating about 


| returning the duties on the burnt goods, whereas 


they were discussing a bill to relieve the com- 
mercial community. The application was in be- 
half of the whole commercial community—those 
who were scorched as well as those who were 
not. Did any man doubt that there were hun- 
dreds of suficrers who did not lose a bale of 
coods or the most considerable tenement ? While 
his colleague objected to this bill, he had not 

ointed out a more appropriate mode of relief. 

his bill was a mode of relief which operated 
on the whole community, though perhaps more 
on some than on others. It extended to those 
who had domestic goods, and to those who had 
suffered by the fire; and those whose warehouses 
were full of domestic goods would be among the 
most anxious to get this bill passed, in order to 
sustain the credit of those ‘with whom they are 
connected in trade. 

Mr. NILES rose to say that he had prepared 
an amendment, which he intended to offer if the 
several amendments then under consideration 
should not be adopted. He had listened with at- 
tention and with profit, so far as his own action 
on the bill might be concerned, to this discussion. 
He felt that there was much weight in some of 
the objections which had been urged against the 
bill by the honorable gentlemen rons entucky 
and Massachusetts, [Mr. Cray and Mr. Davis,] 
and the amendment which he had prepared he 
thought would remove some of those objections. 
[Mr. Nixes here read his amendment, which was 
a proviso to the bill to secure the ment of in- 
terest on the bonds, the payment of which was 
to be extended.] There are two questions arising 











1836. 


— 


upon this bill: one, whether the relief it provides 
js reasonable and adapted to the case; and 
whether it 1s equitable and just in its distribution 
go far as it is to benefit individuals. He thought 
there were objections to this ag of the bill, and 
its benefits would probably very unequally 
distributed; and what gave more force to this 
objection was the fact, that the greatest benefit 
could be shared by those least entitled to it— 
by the large and wealthy importers. 
the object of this bill, and the nature of the relief 
it provides for? t 
the merchants who are the debtors of the United 
States for duties. 








object of the bill to remit any 
seems not to be designed to afford any pecuniary 
relief further thaa by the extension of credit. This 


being the object of the bill, he was not willing to |, 


give it an operation by which it might put large 


sums of money into the pockets of merchants. || 


All who have sustained a loss to the amount of 
$1,000 will be entitled to~an extension of three, 


What is | 


It is the extension of credit to | 





| 
| 


| 





| 


thousand dollars. And what does this bill—first 


and second sections and all—propose? To give 
them this amount, or any part of it? No, sir. 
All that is asked is, that you shall not, in the 
midst of their distress, extort this sum from 
them, which, at this moment, may save them 
from insolvency and ruin, for the purpose of 


|| placing it in an overflowing Treasury, where itis 


| 
| 
{ 


| 


| 


four, and five years’ credit on their bonds without | 
interest, so that a merchant having bonds to the | 
amount of $50,000, and having lost $1,000, would, | 


by this bill, be a gainer to the amount of several 
thousand dollars. 

There was another question in relation to this 
bill, which was, whether there was any constitu- 
tional or other general principle aitek stood in 
its wa 

He had no difficulty as to the constitutional 
d 


uestion which had been raised; he had felt no 
would have been removed by the lucid and (to his 


oubts at first on this point; and if he had, they 


| 


| 


mind) conclusive argument of the honorable Sen- || 


ator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Wesster.] 


But | 


this bill was by no means free from objection in || 


regard to the principle on which it rests. This | 
bill is a case of special or partial legislation, to | 


which I have a strong objection, as all special 
laws conferring either rights or immunities, or 


other benefits on particular individuals, must op- | 
erate in derogation of the common rights and | 
interests of the community. The law will, as has | 


been observed, act on the debtors of the United | 


States, yet not upon any general principle; it 
will not operate on all the public debtors, nor on 
all of any general class, as the debtors for the 
pee of the public lands, or the debtors for 

uties on imported goods; but its operation will 
be local, and confined to a particular description 
of debtors in a single sea-port. ‘This is, ere 
fore, a clear case of partial legislation, and objec- 
tionable in principle. The question in my mind 
is, whether the extraosdinary circumstances of 


this case are such as to form an exception to a | 


sound general principle. 
exce 
me 
e one. 
terrible calamity, or the consequences of it, which 


If there can be any 
tion to this principle—and [ am not pre- 


in one night laid in desolation a large portion of | 
I consider this, | 
sir, an extraordinary case, and I am, therefore, || 
prepared to vote for this bill, although it will re- | 


our greatest commercial city. 


— a departure from a sound principle which 
am extremely unwilling to disregard. , 

_ Mr. BUCHANAN said, it had not been his 
intention to say a single word upon this question. 
He would not do so now, but he distinctly per- 
ceived if the friends of the bill yielded to any one 
of the amendments which had been proposed, the 
bill was lost. We must take the bill as it now is, 
or none. 
liberal view of the question than some of those 
gentlemen who had addressed the Senate. What 
was the state of the case? On the 16th of De- 
cember last, a capital of between seventeen and 
eighteen millions of dollars had been, in one day, 
annihilated by fire in our great commercial empo- 
rium. Notwithstanding this calamity, not a sin- 
gle failure had since taken place among the mer- 
chants of that city. He would say, that he did 
not believe the history of the commercial world 
presented an example of such punctuality and 
such ability to comply with all engagements in 
the midst of such distress. It ak high honor- 
able, not only to New York, but to the Americari 
character. At the time of this destructive fire, 
the merchants of that city were indebted to the 
United States about three million six hundred 


to say there cannot be—this case must | 
It is not necessary to enlarge on that | 





For his own part, he took a much more | 


| it would produce such ruin in New York as 
|| would be felt to the very extremities of the 
| Union. 


| gone into the consumption of the country, the 


| tleman’s amendment should take the place of the 
\| bill; and, more especially, as a remission of du- 
‘ties on the goods destroyed by the fire was a dis- 


| vis,] he would say, that he felt as friendly to 
American manufactures and American manufac- |) 


| do nothing at all? 








not wanted. You are only asked to grant these | 
suffering merchants time to pay this money, pro- 
vided they give you ample security that the 
money shall be paid. Is there a single Senator 


é || who would not most cheerfully comply with this | 
It is not, as I understand, the |} request, if he did not believe the Constitution to | 


vart of them; it || 


be in his way? Not one. He certainly should | 
not go into the argument of the constitutional | 
question, after what had been already said. He felt 


ing to do with the question. 
had entered his goods at the custom-house, and 
given bonds for the payment of the duties, he 
became a debtor to the Government, with whom 
we might make any fair and reasonable terms, as 
we may do, and have done, with our other debt- 
ors. This, he was very clearly of opinion, would 
not be giving any preference, by any regulation 
of commerce or revenue, to the ports of one State | 


over those of another. | 


What is the present condition of the mercantile | 
community of New York? He had observed in 
the late public journals that money was now worth 


| one, one and a half, and two per cent. a month. | 
|| The pressure was very great. 


The 
of tension could not long endure. ithout some 
relief—some speedy relief—it was probable the | 
merchants must yield. Let a single failure take 
place to the amount of a million, half a million, 
or a quarter of a million, and, in its consequences, 


We might then see that the forbearance 
which the bill proposes to extend to the mer- 
chants is the very best bargain for ourselves 
which we can make. 

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Cray] has | 
proposed, as a substitute for this bill, the remis- 
sion of the duties upon the goods destroyed b 
fire. In this proposition he entirely onaenried. 
He had always been of opinion, that when mer- 
chandise had been destroyed by fire before it had 


Government ought not to exact the duties. He 
certainly, however, could not vote that the gen- 


tinct mode of relief, asked for by the citizens of 
New York, which would yet come before the 
Senate. 

To the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Da- 





turers as he or any other gentleman could do, | 
and would go as far to relieve them. 
can we do for them on the present oceasion? We | 
have not the power to do anything. And shall | 
we, because we cannot do all the good we desire, | 
He trusted this bill would | 
pass without any amendment. 

Mr. CLAY said, he perceived what he was not 
aware of when he offered his amendment; [Mr. 
C. here mentioned some new light in which the 
matter had presented itself to his mind, not dis- 
tinctly heard or understood by the reporter;] 
and as there seemed to bea general disposition to 
grant the relief asked for, he would withdraw the 
amendment he had offered. 

Mr. TYLER considered it rather supereroga- 
tory to extend this discussion further; but when 
a member of the Committee on Finance, he had 
found, in investigating the matter, that it had been 
the uniform practice of the Government to extend 
indulgence to its debtors. He found in the year 
1803 an act for the relief of the sufferers by fire 
in Norfolk, and the first section of this bill was 
like it. He could not go against this bill when 
his own fellow-citizens of Virginia had been re- 
lieved in precisely the same case, Mr. T. men- 
tioned the names of the committee t# whom it 
had been referred in the Senate; and, (said he,) 
in the House of Representatives, Mr. Randolph 
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‘| was chairman of the committee who reported it, 


who was always attached to a strict construction 


/of the Constitution, and it was approved by 


|| it was not limited as this was. 
confident that a large majority of the Senate were || 
|| already convinced that the Constitution had noth- 

After the merchant || 


resent state || 


But what || 


Thomas Jefferson. With these precedents before 
him, added to the convictions produced by the 
arguments of the gentlemen who had advocated 
the pas of the bill, he could not vote against 
it. Mr. T. spoke of the respective merits of the 
first and second sections of the bill. It afforded 
relief to the whole commercial community in- 
volved in this sweeping calamity; said he, it is 
not alone the drawer, it 1s the indorser who stands 
indanger of losing theamount. The effect reached, 
to a great extent, every person in the commercial 
community. There was one difference between 
the precedent he had cited and this bill. There 
In this bill they 
had extended a guard over it, and as it now stood 
it was better guarded than the bill granting relief 
to the sufferers at Portsmouth and Norfolk. 

Mr. HENDRICKS observed that it was obvi- 


| ous that the bill would be reported to the Senate 
| without amendment, and that he was prepared to 
| vote for it as it was. 


He would resist all amend- 
| ments that might be offered, believing that they 
| would only tend to prolong discussion and em- 
barrass the passage of the bill. 

Mr. EWING thought it necessary to say a word 
or two in relation to the first section before taking 
the question on his amendment, as it was supposed 
there might be some disérepancy between them 
which might be removed by another amendment 
he would then suggest. The first section of the 
bill provided that the collector of the port of New 
| York should be authorized to extend the credit on 
the bonds payable in New York, of those who had 
suffered by the fire. Now he proposed that each 
collector in the different ports of the United States 
should have the same authority given him. It 
would have this effect. It would operate in favor 
of none who had not suffered by the fire, and 
it would not give a preference to one port over 
another. To illustrate this, he would state a case. 
A and B are sufferers by the fire in New York, 
and both have bonds becoming due; the one re- 
sides in New York and the otherin Philadelphia, 
so that the bill extends relief to the first and not 
to the last. Now he would ask what good reason 
there was for making. this distinction? The 
amendments he had suggested would remove all 
his constitutional objections to the bill, and, if 


made, it would give him pleasure to vote for it. 


Mr. CALHOUN said he had listened with 

| great attention to those gentlemen who had taken 
part in this debate, but his objections to the sec- 

| ond section still remained unchanged. It was 
| admitted on all hands that this second section 
| contained a novel principle, and that no prece- 
dent for it was to be found on our statute-books. 
Here indulgence was extended to those who had 
rot suffered by the fire, and the argument in sup- 
port of it was, that it was not a regulation as to 
revenue, but that we were as creditors dealing 
with our debtors. But might not this apply as 
well when the commercial community of a city 
had suffered by any other calamity—by the break- 
age of banks, or by shipwrecks? You may at 
no time (said Mr. C.) say that this particular 
city has suffered, and we must extend relief to it. 
Let it be recollected that it was not for the mis- 
fortunes of small towns that so much sympathy 
was excited, but that the calamities of large cities 
create our excitement, which is apt to cause the 
Constitution to be overlooked, and a dangerous 
precedent established by giving a preference to 
that city over the other ports of the Union. You 
must (said Mr. C.) extend relief only to those 
who have suffered, or you will establish a danger- 
ous precedent. He felt deeply for the losses sus- 
tained by this great commercial city, and he would 
with the greatest pleasure vote for the biil if its 
objectionable features were removed; but prin- 
ciple with him was stronger than feeling, and he 
was compelled to oppose it. He was not sent there 
to exercise his sympathies, but for a higher pur- 
ose. He eoebl seaah refer leaving this money 
in the hands of the cmaianth to placing it in the 
monopolizing banks, which made such great pro- 
fits by the use of it, for he believed the merchants 
would make a better use of it. He would vote 
for the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio; 
but even if that prevailed he must vote against 
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were removed. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, was entirely at a loss 
to see what it was that caused the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. Catnoun] to deprecate the 
principle of the Government extending relief to 
sufferers by fire orearthquakes. Had they nota 
constitutional power of extending relief to them? 
He had no constitutional difficulties in his way, 
and would not, for his part, inquire whether the 
right to legislate upon the subject had been estab- 
lished by precedent or not. He consulted his own 
common sense upon the subject. He had no 
doubt that granting the relief asked for was aduty 
they owed to themselves, to the country, and to 
the sufferers in this great calamity that had be- 
fallen that noble city. He would goas far as any 
one in support of the measure, He would not 
withhold the relief under technical objections. It 


suggested by the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
{Mr. Davts,] had some weight with him; but he 
was not going to oppose the bill because he did 
not see its Operations in all itseomplex and intri- 
cate bearings. The commercial connection was 
ramified and extensive in its character, Touch one 
single street in this great commercial emporium 
—touch Wall street—and you civea shock to the 
whole country. He should vote for the bill. 
The question was then taken on Mr. Ewine’s 
amendment, and lost without a division. 

Mr. WHITE had intended to vote for this bill, 
and as the yeas and nays were called on the 
amendment by the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina, (Mr. Catnoun,] he would state the reasons 
why he should vote against it. The first section 
wrovided relief for those who had actually suffered 
_ the fire, and the second section gave relief to 
those who had suffered aconsequential loss. Now, 
was it possible that they had the power to indulge 
their debtors in the first case and not in the second ? 
Here a great calamity had befallen a great city, 
and they were asked, not to forgive the debts of 
those indebted to them, but to grant indulgence 


was proposed to be done by the first section. 


those who have suffered by the fire, and that if 
to great inconvenience and distress. The loss of 
for in such a calamity no man could tell how far 


the losses extended. 
hesitation in extending relief in both cases, and 


suffering by the breaking out of a war, or creat 


the one class as much deserved relief as the other, | 


was true he would prefer confining the relief || 
to American citizens alone, and the objections | 


by extending the time of payment to those who | 
had actually suffered by this great calamity. This | 


There was another class of debtors (said Mr. W.) | 
not een sufferers, and we apply to them | 
for payment; they answer that they have lost by | 


we do not indulge them also, they would be put | 


| 
| 
} 


He confessed he had no | 
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the bill, unless his objections to the second section | 


without any amendment. With all his heart 
would he make up this whole loss of seventeen 
millions to the city of New York, if it could be 
done without any dangerous consequences. It 
had been said that this bill was intended to extend | 
relief to those who had suffered by the fire, and 
not to operate as a bounty to those who had sus- 
tained no loss. It had been stated that the capital 
of New York was increased in value ; that was 
one argument used to hurry the passage of the 
bill. It was admitted on all hands, that the rate 
of interest had increased, in addition to the en- 
haneed value of goods. ‘This, however, was not 
what he rose to speak of. He rose to fulfill his 
promise, to submit an amendment striking out the 


referred. 

Mr. K. here read the proviso, as follows: 

Provided, That those who are within the provision of this 
section, but who may have paid their bonds subsequent to 
the late fire, shall also be entitled to the benefit of this sec- 
tion, and thatthe said bonds shall be renewed from the day 
When the same were paid, and said payments refunded. 

This was taking money out of the'Treasury, 
to lend for three, four, and five years, without in- 
terest, and had been characterized by the Senator 
from Massachusetts as the measure of a prudent 
creditor to secure his debt. Now, he asked, did 
not this debt lose its character eo inslanti, fromthe 
very moment it was paid? So soon as the debt 
came into the Treasury it was the property of the | 
United States, and they had just about as much 
right to lend it as to lend the whole seventeen 
millions that had been lost by the fire. 

Mr. K. then moved to amend the bill, by 
striking out the proviso in the first section above 
quoted. 


Mr. BUCHANAN said he had butasingle re- 


/mark tomake. Toadopt this amendment would 


| third reading. 


| 


he had no constitutional scruples as to the bill. |) 


Suppose the case of the commercial community || which were read twice and committed: 


losses having been occasioned by inundations of | 
the Mississippi; one half of your debtors under | 
such circumstances apply for relief, and you grant | 
it; the other half tell you that they have suffered | 
es much in consequence of the losses sustained | 


by those to whom you have granted relief;—how || 


would you make the distinction between them? | 


As there was a direct loss, and also a probable loss 
in consequence of it, they had a right to grant the 
relief, and he was prepared to vote for the bill, 
and against the siaeiaret. 

Mr. PRESTON said the second section of the 
bill was virtually a regulation of commerce, and 
gave a preference over the port of New York. 
It was, therefore, to his mind unconstitutional, 
and he could not vote for it. Mr. P. read the 
clause of the Constitution on that subject, which 
says: ** No preference shall be given Gy any reg- 
ulation of commerce or revenue to the ports of 
one State over those of another.”’ 

The question was here taken on Mr. Canmoun’s 
motion; and it was lost—yeas 9, nays 34; as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Brown, Calhoun, Clay, Cuthbert, Davis, 
Ewing, King of Georgia, Moore, and P’reston—9. 

NAYS—Meesrs. Benton, Black, Buchanan, Clayton, 
Crittenden, Goldsborough, Grundy, Hendricks, Hill, Hub- 
bard, Kent, King of Alabama, Knight, Leigh, Linn, Mc- 
Kean, Mangum, Morris, Naudin, Niles, Porter, Prentiss, 
Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, Shepley, Swift, 'Palimadge, 
Tomlinson, Tyler, vali Webster, White, and Wngitt—34. 


Mr. KING, of Georgia, said it was perfectly 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 





and, when the doors were opened, adjourned. 


| Plymouth; which was read twice and committed. 


be to punish those merchants who had paid their 
bonds punctually, notwithstanding the distress, 
and to place them ina worse situation than others 


BE. 


| 





January 13, 


apparent that the Senate intended to pass this bill | New York, HOWELL, CHAPIN, PHILO ¢. 


FULLER, and JANES, from standing commit- 
tees. 

{Mr. Cuapin, from the Committee on Revoly- 
tionary Claims, submitted a report adverse to the 
petition of the heirs of James ee deceased, 
which was laid on the table, and ordered to be 
printed. ] 

In reference to one of the foregoing unfavorable 
reports, Mr. LAY submitted the following joint 
resolution; which lies over one day: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, 
That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, required 


| to place the name of Benedict Alford on the list of revoty- 


tionary pensions, at the rate of sixty dollars per annum, 
agreeably to the act approved by the President on the 30, 


| day of June, 13834. 
proviso in the first section, to which he had before | 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Kentucky, submitted the 


| following resolution, in reference to an adverse 


report in the case alluded to: 
Resolved, That eaid petition is reasonable, and that the 


) same be referred back to said committee, and that said com- 
| mittee report a bill allowing Said Alexander Nall full pay ag 


a pensioner for the residue of his life. 

On motion by Mr. WHITTLESEY, the peti- 
tion, report, and the resolution of the gentleman 
from Kentucky, were committed to a Committee 
of the Whole House. 

SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT. 
The following resolutions heretofore offered by 


| Mr. Jarvis, came up in order: 


Resolved, That, in the opinion of this House, the subject 
of the abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia ougiit 


| not to be entertained by Congress. 


“ind be it further resolved, That in case any petition 
praying the abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia 
be hereafter presented, it is the deliberate opinion of the 


| House that the same ought to be laid upon the table, with- 


| 


out being referred or printed, 

The questiompending was the following amend- 
ment, offered by Mr. Wise: Strike out all after 
** Resolved,’’ and insert— 

That there is no power of legislation granted by the Con- 


\\#itution to the Congress of the United States, to abolish 


slavery in the District of Columbia, and that any attempt 


who had been either unable or unwilling to pay. || by Congress to legislate upon the subject of slavery will 


This he could never consent to do. 

The question being taken on Mr. Kine’s mo- 
tion, it was lost without a division. 

The biil was then ordered to be engrossed for a | 


| 
EXECUTIVE BUSINESS. | 
On motion by Mr. CLAYTON, the Senate pro- | 


ceeded to the consideration of executive business; 


Wepnespay, January 13, 1836. 


Mr. HOWELL, from the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, reported the following bills; 


A bill granting a pension to Theophilus E. 
Jeckman; and 


A bill for the relief of Colonel Gideon Morgan, 1 


of the State of Tennessee. 

Mr. ASLILEY, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of James 
Alexander and Tra Ashe; which was read twice 
and committed. 

Mr. PHILLIPS, from the Committee on Com- | 
merece, reported a bill making res for 
the erection of custom-houses at 


rosport and | 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, from the Com- | 
mittee on Military Affairs reported a bill allowing 
rations to Brigadier General John E. Wool, 
Inspector General of the United States Army; 
which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. STORER, from the Committee on Revolu- | 
tionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
Isracl Ingle; which was read twice and com- | 
mitted. 

Mr. CHAMBERS, of Kentucky, from the | 


| Committee on Claiths, reported a bill for the | 
relief of the heirs of William Forbes, deceased; | 


which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. EVERETT, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, made a report adverse to the passage of 
the bill from the Besass for the relict of Benja- 
min Murphy, of Arkansas. 

Unfavorable reports upon various petitions 
were made by Messrs. GRENNELL, WHIT- | 
TLESEY, BOND, MUHLENBERG, LAY of ! 


/ 


| 
j 
| 
| 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. | 


| 
| 


| 
| 
| 
| 


|| be not only unauthorized, but dangerous to the union of the 


States. 


Mr. JARVIS modified his resolutions as fol- 


|! lows: 


Whereas any attempt in this House to agitate the question 
of slavery is calculated to disturb the compromises of the 
Constitution, to endanger the Union, and, if persisted in, to 
destroy the peace and prosperity of the country: Therefore, 

Resolved, That, in the opinion of this House, the subject 
of the abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia ought 
not to be entertained by Congress. 

And it is further resolved, That in case any petition pray- 
ing for the abolition of slavery in the District of Columbia 
be hereafter presented, it is the deliberate opinion of the 
House that the same ought to be laid upon the table, with- 
out being referred or printed. 


Mr. ALLAN, of Kentucky, moved to lay the 


resolution, as modified, and the amendment on 
\| the table. 


Mr. GARLAND, of Virginia, asked for the 


| yeas and nays on the motion, which were or- 





dered. 
Mr. PARKER called for the reading of the 


| resolution, as modified; which was done. 
| before the House, and he supposed that he was 


1 


Mr. HOLSEY rose to a question of order. 
He was upon the floor when this subject was last 


entitled to the floor, and that the motion to lay 
the subject on the table could not be received 
under the circumstances. 

The CHAIR said, if the gentleman had claimed 
the floor when the subject was first announced, 
he would have been entitled to it; but as he had 
not done so before, several gentlemen had risen, 
and a modification of the resolution had been 
made: it was now too late to press his right to the 
floor. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, inquired whether 
the motion to lay the subject on the table was in 
order, a similar one having been made on a former 
occasion ? 

The CHAIR stated that the motion was in or- 
der. Since the vote referred to other matters had 
been introduced. : 

The question on the motion to lay the subject 
on the table was decided by yeas and nays; as 
follows—yeas 58, nays 156: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Chilton Allan, Heman Allen, 
Ash, Bailey, Barton, Beaumont, Bond, Borden, Briggs, 
Buchanan arr, George Chambers, Clark, Corwin, Crane, 
Cushing, Dartington, Evans, Fowler, Graves, Grennell, 
Hannegan, Hard, Harlan, Hazcltine, Henderson, Heister, 








J 


Hoar, Howell, Hunt, Ingersoll, Janes, Laporte, Lawrence, 
Lincolu, Sampson Mason, McCarty, McKennan, Milligan, 
Montgomery, Morris, Parker, Dutee J. Pearce, Phillips, || 
Potts, Reed, Russell, Stade, Spangler, Sprague, Sutherland, 
Underwood, Vinton, Webster, Whittlesey, Lewis Williams, 
and Sherrod Williams—5s. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Beale, Bean, Beardsley, Bell, 
Bockee, Bouldin, Bovee, Boyd, Browa, Bunch, Burns, 
Bynum, William B. Calhoun, Cambreleng, Campbell, Car- 
ter, Casey, John Chambers, Chaney, Chapman, Chapin, 
Childs, Nathaniel H. Claiborne, John F. H. Claiborne, 
Cleveland, Coffee, Coles, Connor, Craig, Cramer, Cushman, 
Davis, Deberry, Denny, Dickson, Doubleday, Dromgoole, 
Effuer, Everett, Fairfield, Farlin, Forester, French, Fry, 
Philo C. Fuller, William K. Fuller, James Garland, Rice 
Garland, Gillet, Glascock, Granger, Grantland, Grayson, 
Gritin, Haley, Joseph Hall, Hiland Hall, Hamer, Ham 
mond, Hardin, Harper, Albert G. Harrison, Samuel 8. Har- 
rison, Hawes, Hawkins, Haynes, Holsey, Hopkins, Howard, 
Hubley, Huntington, Huntsman, Ingham, Jabez Jackson, 
Jarvis, Joseph Johnson, Richard M. Johnson, Cave John- 
son, Henry Johnson, John W. Jones, Benjamin Jones, 
Judson, Kennon, Kilgore, Kinnard, Klingensmith, Lane, 
Lansing, Lawler, Gideon Lee, Luke Lea, Leonard, Lozan, 
Loyall, Lucas, Lyon, Abijah Mann, Job Mann, Manning, 
Martin, John Y. Mason, William Mason, Moses Mason, 
Maury, May, McComas, McKay, McKeon, McKim, Me- 
Lene, Mercer, Miller, Moore, Morgan, Muhlenberg, Owens, 
Page, Parks, Patterson, Patton, James A. Pearce, Franklin 
Pierce, Pettigrew, Peyton, Pheips, Pickens, Pinckney, 
Rencher, John Reynolds, Joseph Reynolds, Roane, Rogers, 
Seymour, William B. Shepard, Augustine H. Shepperd, 
Shields, Shinn, Speight, Steele, Storer, Taliaferro, Taylor, 
John Thomson, Waddy Thompson, 'Toucey, Towns, Tur- 
ner, Turrill, Vanderpoel, Wagener, Ward, Wardwell, 
Weeks, White, and Wise—156. 

So the House refused to lay the subject on the 
table. 

Mr. HOLSEY obtained the floor. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG suggested to the gentle- 
man to postpone his remarks, inasmuch as the 
morning hour was about to expire. 

Mr. HOLSEY said it was evident that it would 
be almost impossible to arrive ata decision on this 
subject, if they were to be restricted to a small 
portion of the morning hour. Under these cir- 
cumstances, he would move to postpone the further 
consideration of the subject until ‘Tuesday next, 
and that it be made the special order for that day. 

Mr. PINCKNEY moved to print the resolution 
and amendment. 

Mr. PARKS moved to postpone the subject, 
and make it the special order for to-morrow. 
Mr. OWENS hoped his colleague [Mr. Hot- 
sey] would accept the latter proposition as a mod- 
ification of his motion. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, reminded gen- | 
tlemen that he contemplated asking the House to | 
consider the fortification bill to-morrow. He | 
hoped the motion to seem. until Tuesday 
would prevail, or that the gentleman from Maine 
would withdraw his motion. 

Mr. PARKS said he would be glad to comply 
with the request of the gentleman from Kentucky, 
{[Mr. Jounson;] but he must be excused. The 
peace and quiet of the country ere that this 
question should be speedily settled. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG was in favor of the post- 
ponement until ‘Tuesday, with a view that the 
appropriation bills should be in the mean time 
taken up and acted on. 

The further consideration of the subject was 
then pe ye until os next, made the 


special order for that day, and the propositions 
RULES OF THE HOUSE. 


directed to be printed. 

Mr. BELL suggested the propricty of dispos- | 
ing of the amendments to the rules of the House 
before the House proceeded to consider the ap- 
propriation bills, to prevent embarrassment to the 
Speaker of the House. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, chairman of the 
Select Committee on the Rules, said thathe should 
call up the amendments at an early day. In the 
mean time, the rules which had governed the 
House for some years past were now in force, 
and would remedy the difficulties suggested by | 
the gentleman from Tennessee. 

SENATE BILLS. | 

A bill from the Senate for the relief of the rep- | 
resentatives of Robert Jouett, deceased, was read 
twice and committed. 

The amendment of the Senate to the bill from | 
the House making an appropriation to —— 
Indian hostilities was‘taken up, and the bill and | 
amendment committed. 

APPROPRIATION BILLS. 
Mr. CAMBRELENG moved that the House 


836. 





| 
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| resolve itself into a Committee of the Whole on | 
| the state of the Union, for the purpose of taking | 
| up certain appropriation bills. 


of the House would also be included in the mo- 


| tee concurin the amendments of the Senate; which 


| tee took up the bill making appropriations for the 


town, Massachusetts, New York, Norfolk, and 


| out the item on the ground of its being, in itself, 


| tion, where the system of impressment prevailed. 


| defended the character and utility of the marine 


| corps was unnecessary, and ought to be dispensed 


\ 


| 
' 
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to the items for making additions and improve- 
ments to the various navy-yards, amounting, in 
the aggregate, to upwards of $600,000. He 
thought not a dollar beyond the absolute neces- 
sary repairs should be expended; for, in case of 
an exigency, such as rumored, men and ships, 
and net navy-yards, were wanted. He thought 
at least this $200,000 ought to be stricken out, 
and the $600,000 too, unless the exigencies of the 
naval service required it, with which Mr. B. con- 
fessed himself not to be sufficiently versed to be 
able to say himself. 

Mr. PARKER thought, in case of war, nothing 
required more attention than our navy-yards, and 
he maintained that this was one of the most neces- 
sury and indispensable appropriations of the 
whole bill. He hoped atleast the $600,000 would 
not be stricken out, 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, said the question 
was not to dispense with the marine corps at all, 
but whether they should postpone, to some future 
period, the proposition to accommodate the two 
different branches of the naval service with dis- 
tinct barracks. He hoped the amendment of the 
gentleman from New York would be adopted, 
and the item stricken out. He also drew the 
attention of the committee to the necessity of 
passing this bill as speedily as was consistent with 
its full deliberation. 

Mr. MILLER said a few words in favor of the 
amendment. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG stated that the item had 
not undergone the full examination of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, for, if it had, they 
never would hone inserted it at all. It did not 
belong to that committee, but to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. It was a new matter, not be- 
longing to an appropriation bill, 

Mr. HARPER, of Pennsylvania, would vote 
for the amendment, because he did not desire to 
see the marine corps too much separated from the 
Navy, nor made a distinet branch of the service. 

Jesides, he thought the proposition in other re- 
spects unnecessary, because there was plenty of 
accommodation for them already provided. 

Mr. WISE should vote for the amendment, not 
| because the marine corps were not desired, but 
| because they were more efficient where they were. 

Mr. VANDERPOEL said he should support 
the amendment for the same reason. 

_ The amendment was then agreed to, and the 
item stricken out. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG then moved to strike out 
the sum of $950,000 ‘* for the repairs of vessels in 

| ordinary, and the repairs and weer and tear of 
| vessels In commission,”’ and insert in licu thereof .. 
the sum of $2,000,000 for the same objects. 

Mr. C. said he was instructed to move this 
amendment by the Committee of Ways and 
Means, with one single exception; but, in saying 
this, he begged also to observe, without reference 
to the question of war, that he feared not to as- 
sume the responsibility of the measure. Mr. C. 
| referred to the state of our relations with Mexico 

and with France, as a reason for requiring this 
additional appropriation for the Navy. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of South Carolina, said 
that the honorable chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means need not have been so super- 
fluous as to have declared that he was willing to 
assume the responsibility of this recommenda- 
tion. These are times (said Mr. T.) when it is 
the fashion to assume some responsibility, and 
in no case certainly more striking than this. Fhe 
gentleman from Massachusctts [Mr. Apams] said 
the other day that these were times of change. It 
is true. Not only the powers of one department 
of the Government are assumed by another, but 


Mr. BELL hoped the amendments to the rules 
tion, the consideration of which would not occu- | 
py, he thought, more than one hour. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG expressed his surprise 
at what the gentleman said; for the subject of the 
rules and orders of the House never came up that 
they did not excite more debate than any other 
question. Why, there was one single amend- 
ment relative to the previous question, that would 
occupy a fortnight, probably, in the discussion. 
Under these circumstances, the gentleman must 
pardon Mr. C. if he could not give way. 

The motion was then agreéd to;and the House 
accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. Con- 
NOR in the chair. 

SEMINOLE WAR. 

The committee took up the bill returned to the 
House from the Senate with amendments, making 
appropriations to repress the hostilities of the Sem- 
inole Indians in Florida, 

Mr. CAMBRELENG moved that the commit- 


was agreed to. 
NAVY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The bill was then laid aside, and the commit- 


naval service for the year 1836. 

Mr. C. moved to insert an item of $15,000, to 
defray the extra services for surveying the coasts 
and harbors of the United States from 1830, &c.; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. C. also moved to strike out the proposed 
appropriation of $200,000 for the purchase of sites, 
und erection of marine barracks, near Charles- 


Pensacola. 
Mr.C. briefly advocated the propriety of striking 


an innovation, and probably unnecessary. It was | 
thought by many distinguished officers that the 
corps itself was an unnecessary appendage to the 
Navy, and only requisite to keep up subordina- 


The money was also required for the repair of 
fortifications, &c. 
Mr. WISE and Mr. SUTHERLAND briefly 


corps. 

Mr. VANDERPOEL said, if a vote in favor 
of striking out was to be considered as the ex- 
pression of an opinion on his part, that the marine 


with, he would vote against the motion to strike 
out the item in the bill for the building of marine 
barracks. He was not prepared, unless blessed 
with more lights than he now possessed, to give a 
vote, from which it might be inferred that he con- 
sidered the marine corps useless. His honorable 
colleagues had represented these marines as being 
a sort of amphibious creatures, belonging not 
strictly to the land or the water. Still he was not 
aware that the Navy Department had recom- | 
mended a dispensation with this corps, or that | 
the Navy commissioners, or the Committee on 
Naval Affairs in this House, had expressed any 
| opinion against the utility of this corps. He was 
| informed by a member of that committee near | 
| him, (Mr. oye that the Committee on Naval 
| Affairs were decidedly in favor of the retention 
of this marine corps. For his own part, he had 
always understood that they were extremely | 
useful and efficient in time of engagement. He || 
knew very little about the details of their duty, || the appropriate duties of one committee are as- 
_ but he believed that they carried small arms,and || sumed by another. As to all matters of finance, 
| when two hostile ships came within musket-shot || it is my duty to look to the Committee of Ways 
| of each other, a faithful and well-disciplined ma- | and Means; but I have yet to learn to what an- 
rine corps must be very efficient. He had always || thority reports from that committee are entitled 
_ understood that one of the most gallant officers, || upon subjects appropriate to the Committee on 
whose loss this country had ever mourned, had || Naval Affairs, and the still more important Com- 
been killed by a shot from one of the enemy’s | mittee on Foreign Relations. 1 repeat, sir, that 
marine corps, and he could not vote to strike out 1 the Committee of Ways and Means, on matters 
the section under consideration if he was to be | properly belonging to tt, is entitled to our confi- 
considered as thereby indicating his conviction || dence, and the more so because the chairman of 
that the marine corps was unnecessary, and ought, || that committee is a practical and successful mer- 
| therefore, to be dispensed with. || chant. But, sir, as to other matters, we have had 
| Mr. BELL drew the attention ofthe committee ! to-day a practical illustration in the subject last 
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considered by the House, where all the lights 
which we had were from that committee—lghts | 
which only made * darkness visible.’’ If these | 
appropriations are necessary without reference to 
our present foreign relations, let us have inform- 
ation upon the subject from the Secretary of the 
Navy, with the usual and proper estimates, and 
coming to us through our Naval Committee, and 
I shall not oppose them, If necessary with ref- 
erence to those foreign relations, let us wait for 
information from the Executive, if, as an ordinary 
appropriation, as at present advised, they seem 
too large; if, with reference to our relations with 
France, they are too small. Give us but light, and | 
we will be able to act understandingly, and ina 
way that becomes this Congress, the pees 
of the interests and the honor of the American | 

ople. Why, sir, have we not that information? | 
See gentlemen seem to have it—all are entitled 
to it. Who are we, sir, that are thus called upon 
to take a step that may have a most important 
bearing upon the highest interests of any people— | 
a bearing, sir, upon the great question of peace | 
or war? 

The Representatives of the people are a part of 
the Government, without whose concurrence no | 
measure connected with this deeply interesting | 
question can be adopted. It is our right to have 
—to demand, sir—all the information which may 
be in the possession of the Executive. Unless fully 
advised, and under the most inexorable necessity, | 
I will take no step which may weigh a feather in 
the now nicely-adjusted balance of peace or war. 
[ do fear, sir, that we may yet be involved ina 
war with France. I am determined, for one, | 
(and, if only one, that determination shall not be | 
shaken,) that I will have no share in bringing it | 


on. No, sir; when it does come, I am resolved | 


that I will be able to say to my constituents and 
the country—my hands are clear of it; you shall | 
not say that I did it. 
vhilst I admit the possibility of such a war, I 
will not vote to prepare for it; not so, sir. When 
that war is inevitable, when the interest or the 


honor of the nation (its honor is its interest) shall | 
demand it, and when I am put in pone of | 
1en, sir—and | 


all the information on the subject, t 
not until then—will I take any such responsi- | 
bility; and not, sir, until I am so advised by that 
Department of the Government whose duty it is 
to advise me onthe subject. I will not make war 
in this indirect manner, on the discussion of a 
clause in the appropriation bill; nor will I do any- 
thing that may have the remotest tendency to that | 
end. War with France, sir! the very idea would | 
be ridiculous, if it did not involve consequences 
and issues so Infinitely important and momentous. | 
Although, I repeat, [ have serious apprehensions | 
that we may be involved in war, J will do nothing 
that may lead to it. As matters now stand, there 
is no cause of war; nor do I believe there is the 
slightest reason to anticipate that France will 
strike the first blow. Itis with us to choose both 
whether we are to have that war, and the time 
for it. Let us wait for intelligence of the recep- | 
tion of the President’s message in France: let us | 
not add to the existing difficulties of an adjust- | 
ment, The controversy with France is narrowed | 
down to a mere point of etiquette and punctilio— 
so narrowed down, sir, that, in such a contre- | 
versy between two gentlemen, if I, as the friend 
of one of them, were to allow them to go on the 
field of single combat, and either were to fall, I 
should regard myself guilty of murder. 

When [ use this strong language, sir, it is due | 
that I should glance—and the time and occasion | 
-— admit of a glance—at the origin, progress, 
and present position of the controversy. By a | 
treaty concluded with the French ministry, in- | 
demnity is secured for certain spoliations upon | 
our commerce; and, what is more, an important | 
stipulation, and of great advantage to France, of 
the treaty of 1803, is surrendered—a stipulation | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 





so important that the most distinguished mem- | 
ber of the French Chambers, opposed to the | 
treaty, declared that he regarded the indemnity | 
of $25,000,000 as nothing to it. Two separate | 


commissions, appointed by the French Govern- 
ment to investigate these claims, had, after labor- 
ious investigation, reported the amount due us 
to be about $13,000,000. A sum is agreed to be 
paid nearly double that amount. as this not 


| known at the time. 


Let it not be said, that, | 


enough to create distrast on the part of the French 
Chambers—enough to make them doubt about 
the treaty, and require them to look fully into it 
—when there is added to all this that our Minister 
first demanded $70,000,000, gradually came down 
to $25,000,000—like a Jew selling a yard of cal- 
ico—after the demand of $70,000,000 aceepted 
$25,000,000, and boasted (with how much of 
dignity and justice 1 do not say) that even this 
sum would pay every cent due American citizens, 
(thereby acknowledging that his demand of the 
higher sum was not just,) and further, that not 
more than one fifth of the French claims was con- 
ceded? 

I have known a horse jockey to boast that he 
had cheated a gentleman; but a boast like this I 
rather think occurs for the first time in the history 
of diplomacy. What, sir, a boast of an advan- 
tage obtained in the settlement of a pecuniary 
claim; and that advantage, too, obtained by us 
from France, above all nations on the earth from 
which we should have desired it! No such ad- 
vantage was obtained, and the President says, 
**that the settlement involved a sacrifice, was 
” Notsurely known by Mr. 
| Rives, because he could not then have made the 
meng but it surely ought to have been known by 

im. 
| Was it not enough to excite the suspicions of 
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move the only possible medium of communication 
between the two Governments before the arrival 
in France of the President’s message, which, but 
for that recall, would in all probability have been 
regarded as a sufficient explanation, as most 
surely it ought to be regarded? France took ex. 
ception to a supposed threat in the communication 
of the President to Congress. Ina similar com- 
munication sucha threat is disavowed; and France 
is bound to notice the disclaimer, conveyed in the 
same manner as was the insult, and puts herself 
in the wrong if she does not. 

But, sir, this matter has at last reached a most 
nice and narrow point of etiquette. The Pres- 
ident scouts the idea of making any explanations 
of his message; and yet such an explanation is 
made by our diplomatic agent, with the President's 
approval, which aaerere he authorizes to be com- 
municated to the French Government; in other 
words, I will not make the explanation myself, 
but the explanation made oe my agent I adopt. 
Now, sir, is not this a quibbling unworthy of 
both parties? I think it is going far enough, and 
ought to have beenaccepted. But is it upon such 


|| a point that two great and powerful nations are 
| to plunge their people into all the horrors of an 


interminable war—interminable, because it will 
be a war upon a point of honor, which neither 


| can yield? Are human happiness and human life 


the French Government, that our own negotiator || nothing? Is war a mere pastime, that it is thus, 


| had thus bowsted of the advantage he had gained 


In this state of things, late in the discussion, the 
| difficulty is suddenly sprung, that eight millions 


had already been paid by the Spanish Govern- || 


' ment in the Florida treaty. The Duc de Broglio 
was unable satisfactorily to answer it, and said 
that ** he had but a confused recollection of that 
treaty.’’ He who had made the treaty of in- 


demnity, whose duty it was to have known all | 
about the Florida treaty, was unable to explain | 


| satisfactorily the difficulty. Under these circum- 
stances, was it to be wondered at that the treaty 
was weet and only by six votes, ina body of 
more than three hundred and fifty? What, then, 
sir? Was the treaty nao * No, far from 
it. A national vessel is fitted out. The King of 
France would not trust to the ordinary convey- 
ance, but sent a national vessel to convey to our 
Government the assurance of his continued and 
faithful efforts to procure the ratification, and of 
his hopes of being able still to accomplish it, and 
entreating that nothing might be done to add to 
the difficulties already existing. 

In this stage of the matter, the President, in his 
annual message, very distinctly intimates his 
opinion in favor of reprisals on the property of 
French citizens, to avenge a national wrong by 
the seizure of the property of private citizens; 
and this, too, shortly followed by the recommend- 
ation of our Minister in France, that our Govern- 
ment should assume a high tone, and use strong 
language—very distinctly intimating that threats 
would extort from the French people that which 
their sense of justice had leo Sir, I was 
astonished when I read that communication. I 
was surprised that such an idea ever could have 
occurred to any one, still more, sir, to a gentle- 
man whose judgment ought to have been matured, 
and who had the reputation of wisdom and expe- 
rience, ‘and with a thorough knowledge of the 
French character—a people, brave, proud, and 
warlike, to a proverb. t fect, sir, the extreme 
difficulty in speaking of this matter, without sub- 
jecting ayant 
feeling; but, sir, whilst I am an American citi- 
zen—an American Representative, I cannot dis- 
regard the claims of truth and candor. Iam not 
the apologist of France. I am, sir, the vindicator 
of justice and right; and am constrained to say 
that all the difficulties in which we are placed 
have, in my judgment, arisen from the indiscreet 
warmth* of our own Government, and a course 


toa charge of a want of American | 


| 











| 


of measures which I will not say may have | 


been prompted by the high temper, strong and 
often high impulses of our own Executive—a 
course nothing less to be regretted. Why, sir, 
let me ask, this most unwise haste in the recall 
of Mr. Barton at this particular time? Why re- 


*Mr. Tuomeson used the word aggressors in deliveri 
the speech ; but after Mr. SurHeRLAND’s reply substi! 
indiscreet warmth, 


| 


i 








| and for such causes, to be brought on? 
| —whether with or without cause is not material? 


As to the French fleet which is said to have 
been sent upon our coast, it does not in the slight- 
est degree move me from ‘* my propriety.”’ If 
that fleet was sent to overawe and intimidate us, 
it would be a very different affair: then, sir, I 
would not even treat with France until the whole 
nation wascladinarmor. Issuch the fact? Has 





|| a less unquestionable c 
|| not the 


assailed; and what was the consequence? War, 
\ 


France in any one instance threatened us? No, 
sir. That fleet is not professedly sent to intim- 
idate, but to secure the commerce of French cit- 
izens from reprisals—reprisals threatened by one 
whose power over the action of our Government 
| is known everywhere—one of the least of all men 
living given to child’s hae Pier very apt to do 
whathe threatens. If that threat be of a bold and 
| daring act, under such circumstances, every obli- 
gation of protection due by a Government to its 
| people, demanded some such measure of precau- 
tion. So far from threats, has not the whole 
course of France been marked by a forbearance 
that would have been proper in no people having 
oe rt for courage? Has 
rench Minister, over and over, replicd 
| to the charge of duplicity and bad faith, and ex- 
| culpated his King from it, when he would have 
——— in repelling it with scorn? 
| {I disclaim allarguments drawn from a calcula- 
| tion of the comparative amount of the expenses 
| of a hostile collision with France, and the amount 
| secured by the treaty. I agree fully with gentle- 
men, that if the national honor, and our abilit 
or our willingness to protect our citizens in all 
their rights, are involved, considerations of the 
costare unworthy and degrading.*] If such an 
issue is presented, I will not condescend to say, 
nor permit it to be doubted, what will be the 
course of the people of South Carolina, in a mat- 
ter of patriotism, of duty, of honor. The whole 
world already knows whatit will be. The history 
of the State in all time past renders it certain to 
all what that course will be. Sir, when this 
country engaged in the last war, the great cause 
of which was the impressment of American sea- 
men, and but for which that war never would 
have been declared, South Carolina had scarcely 
a seaman on the ocean; but it was northern sea- 
men who were impressed—the national honor 





sir, war; and so will it ever be, for a like ora 
sufficient cause. I see none such now. I will 
not contribute, by any vote which I may give, 
to create such a necessity. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND said he had listened to 
the remarks of the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina, [Mr. Tuompson,}] and was astonished to 
learn that we had been the ressors. The ar- 
gument of the Duke de Broglio was one of great 
ability, and fully sustained the justice of our 
claims; and was an ample answer to the sugges- 


* The lines in brackets are not in the speech as delivered. 
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amendment. When that time should arrive, if | 
any gentleman from South Carolina, or else- || 
|| where, should feel disposed to enter upon the dis- 
was no longer open fordiscussion. Every branch | cussion of its propriety, they will find themselves 
of the French Government had passed upon || met on all quarters by gentlemen who are pre- 
them. The King, the Peers, and the Chamber || pared to sustain the country in such a crisis, I 
of Deputies, had all given their sanction to their || quit this debate, under a firm conviction that, if 
validity. ~ || we should be compelled to assume a warlike atti- | 

The papers containing the debate in the French | tude, the sons of South Carolina will pour out 
Chambers, laid on our tables last year, had been | their blood as freely as any other State in the 
circulated throughout the whole nation, and the | Union, in defense of their much-wronged country. 
merits of the controversy were distinctly under- Mr. BYNUM said that he had not expected an 
stood by our countrymen everywhere. And || attack on the measures of the Administration 
although there might be a reluctance on the part || generally, on the subject of the propriety of an 
of all to go to war with our “ ancient ally,”’ still | appropriation of an inferior magnitude ; but it 
he felt satisfied, that to sustain our honor in this |, could not be unknown to the House that a simul- 
dispute there would be but one sentiment in the | tancous attack had been made elsewhere; and he 
event of such an issue. It certainly was a subject || could not allow the declamations of the honorable 
of gratulation to know that this matter was so | gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Tompson] 
well comprehended by the people at large. With || against the President and the policy of an Admin- 
the President’s message, at the opening of the || istration to which he, in part, had contributed his 
session before them, which they had received humble support, to pass unnoticed, when he 
with great unanimity, they were willing tointrust | believed the President had acted as became the 
the most delicate question of peace or war to the | Chief Magistrate of the Americanpeople. It was 
Congress of the nation. evident, both in this House and elsewhere, that, 

The chairman of the Committee on Ways and || in the contest with France, we are to have here a 
Means had, under an impression that the con- | French party and an American party, than which 
dition of the country required it now, moved to | there was nothing that he more sincerely regretted, 
enlarge one of the items in the appropriation bill, |The game was up—it had been shite i another 
with the view of increasing the naval force of the | part of the Capitol. It could not be forgotten by 
country. A short time since the House passed a | any gentleman in Congress that, during our last 
resolution directing an inquiry into the propriety || contest with Great Britain, there was said to have 
of this measure. To this enlargement of the ap- || been in this country an English party—a party 
propriation, the gentleman from South Carolina | which made bonfires, and rejoiced at the defeat 
objected. For himself, Mr. S. said he would vote | of the American arms. God forbid (said Mr. B.) 
for the proposition with great cheerfulness. We | that there should be a party now springing up 
must look to the organs of the House, in a great |) among us who would rejoice at our defeats in a 
measure, for information; tind we find ia this || contest with France, if we should be unfortu- 
instance the committee, through their chairman, || nately involved in a war with that Power; but he 
ask for the increase. This is not the time for || asserted that, from what he had seen, the Amer- 
very precise calculations as to the amount we |, ican people had aright to expect this—the symp- 
may be willing to put at the command of the || toms indicating it too manifest to be misunder- 
Government for the defense of the Republic. | stood. 

The gentleman from South Carolina saw noth- A few years ago, the distinguished sage who 
ing improper, in the course of the French, in re- | now occupies the White House, was assailed on 
lation to the recent orders of that Government || another occasion, with equal acrimony and viru- 
concerning their fleet. Mr. S. said, whatever |! lence, by the same party, for the purpose of es- 
might be the design of the French vessels in sail- || tranging, no doubt, the feelings of the people 
ing in this direction, he thought it would comport | from him. That party acted then upon the pre- 
with sound policy for us to look to our Navy, || sumption, that the ignorance of the people would 
and in peace (perhaps Me might say upon the || admit of their being led away from the President 
verge 0 eae to prepare for war. Under || of their choice by mere clamor and unfounded dec- 
these impressions, he promised his humble aid to || lamation. Mr. B. then had said the people would 
the committee in support of all the appropriation || not sustain them—they had not done it; and the 
bills that went for a prompt and efficient defense || great majority then in that House, in favor of 
of the Union. The Chief Magistrate ought to || the measures of the Executive, was the best living 
have ample means to meet any contingency; and || evidence of the fact; and he rejoiced that he had | 
he saw no danger in committing them to his dis- | lived to read the testimony of the American people 
cretion. We could not find safer hands. He | themselves on the subject, by the appearance of 
had, during our last contest, given us a sure pledge || such an overwhelming majority of their Repre- 
of his patriotism and ability to carry on the mili- || sentatives in that House. If we had been car- 
tary operations of the nation. His great skill || ried off by the eloquent tact and abuse of the 
manifested in the darkest period of a war that |) superior leaders of the Opposition, and he confessed 
he ended so gloriously, will, in the event of acon- || many were, we whoa have been led off after a 
test with the French, do much to bring it to a |! set of men who were conspiring against the feel- 
speedy termination. The appropriation now || ings and wishes of a great majority of the Amer- 
asked is to be put at the command of General 
Jackson, and I am the more willing to commit it 
to his discretion, because, in my judgment, I be- 
lieve he never will recommend war with the coun- 
try of La Fayette, unless a just sense of national | 
honor requiresit. Mr. 8. said, he was convinced 
that every section of the Republic would ardently 
support the war if we neal be forced into it by 
the French Government. France, it was true, 
was an early friend, and to raise arms against 
her would require great provocation; but if her 
course leaves us no other alternative, why we must | 
and will enter the lists with her. We hear much 
about the strength and improvement of the French 
navy—of the science and skill of her officers. 
This is doubtless all true, but argues the propriety 
of granting the appropriations before the Com- || position taken in relation to France the President 
mittee of the Whole Fm. Whatever may be fad acted falsely. 
the advanced condition of the French marine,and || that, that the President had acted falsely with 
however gallantly they may sustain their cause, || France he denied it. The American President 
I have no fear that our ‘ star-spangled banner”? || had not, nor could not act, falsely with France, 
will not come out of every conflict beaming with || or any other pore. living. In behalf of the 
renewed luster. But I do not wish for war, and || American people he denied it. 
least of alla war with France, if itcan be shunned | Mr. THO PSON explained. He did not in- 








; . ; {| 
tion in relation to our having obtained an advan- || 
tagé in our diplomatic transactions with France. 
At present, however, the fairness of our claims | 


lived in this or any other country, and who had 


‘than any man now breathing—the assertions of 

the gentleman notwithstanding—whose character 
| the whole American people stood pledged to sup- 
port, and which they had vouched for by the 





their hands more than once, for the first office in 
the gift of the nation. The gentleman from South 





with honor. Atpresent, I think the question of |' tend to say the President had acted falsely, but 


war is not properly open for debate upon the |! had taken false positions. 
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ican people, without the least concurrence of | 
sentiment or principle amongstthemselves. Being | 
foiled, however, in their attempts heretofore, they | 
have agreed to try and get up another hobby, and | 
have seized this occasion to vent their gall against | 
one of the most patriotic individuals that has ever | 
\| ple. 
done more for the security of American liberty || 


| overwhelming votes which he had received at | 


Carolina [Mr. THompson] had said, that in every | 


If Mr. B. was to infer from | 
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Mr. BYNUM resumed. He said he was glad 
the gentleman had qualified the assertion. Then 


| it was a mere matter of opinion between the gen- 


tleman from South Carolina and the President of 
the United States; and it would be for the great 
body of the American people to say, whether the 
President of the United States was right in the 


position he had taken, or whether the gentleman 


from South Carolina was right in that which he 


| had taken. Mr. B. said he most cordially agreed 


in the remarks of the gentleman from Kentucky, 
[Mr. Hawes,] a few days ago, when he said he 
believed that much mischief had grown out of 
speeches made here and elsewhere, through a 
mere spirit of opposition to the Executive. He 
believed it candidly and honestly. France be- 
lieved it, and for this reason, she had acted more 
obstinately, he had no doubt, than she otherwise 
would have done, in her refusal to pay our peo- 
le the just debt, that she had wrongfully with- 
field from them for more than twenty years. 
The gentleman from South Carolina had said, 
too, that if we were to go to war with France it 
would be a ridiculous war. As much as he was 
opposed to a war with France, or any other 
power, he could not believe that it would be a 
ridiculous war. ‘The characters of the parties 
concerned forbid such anidea, It had been said 
elsewhere, and repeated here by the gentleman, 
shall we go to war with France for five millions 
of dollars?—he would say yes, and for five mil- 
lions of cents, if it were necessary to maintain 
the honor and independence of the nation. He 
was astonished that such a position should be 
taken by the gentleman, coming from the quarter 
that he did—that it was the amount of money 
for which a nation should alone go to war! He 
hazarded nothing .in saying that time would 
show, that the course taken by the President in 
relation to France was not only right, but neces- 
sary, for the honor and security of the rights and 
dignity of the American people, ‘The American 
a had given as far as public sentiment could 
ve ascertained their verdict already, on this sub- 
ject, in fovor of the course of their Government, 
and still the Opposition were catching at this and 
other hobbies to bolster up their prostrate and 
exposed condition. Mr. B. wished to make one 
remark here to an honorable gentleman of another 
body, and it became him to make it, coming from 
the State from, which he did. He saw, ina public 
journal a few days since, some remarks, repre- 
sented to have fallen from that honorable gentle 
man, in another part of this building, which was, 
(said Mr. B.,) **that the House of Representatives 
was not the part of the Capitol where fair play 
was to be expeeted.”” He did not wish particu- 
larly to remark on the character of the author of 
the assertion, as he thought it at this time polit- 
ically anexceedingly unenviable one. He took 
occasion, however, to say that the assertion was 
a calumny on the House, and was devoid of all 
truth. The House of Representatives was the 
only Democratic branch of the National Legis- 
lature, and from it the people of the country had 
everything to expect, and little from the opposite 
body. 

The Democracy of the land had nothing to ex- 
pect from that quarter of this Capitol. It was the 
only germ of an irresponsible aristocracy in the 
Government, and it had in more than one instance 
showed an entire disregard of the will of the peo- 

The gentleman from South Carolina had 
said the House was not so pugnacious as to adopt 
|, the admonition, that in time of peace we should 
eo for war, and had said much, ironically, 
|| he supposed, of the pugnacious spirit of the 
'| House. 

| Mr. B. said, he should really like to know 
| when the honorable gentleman from South Caro- 
|| lina had become so pacific, and the party with 
whom he had acted so long. Buta few years 
since, he recollected well, that the golden cord that 
bound this holy Union together was upon the eve 
of being bursted asunder by the warlike spirit 
that had prevailed in a certain quarter of this 
Republic, and it was as much as the whole fra- 
ternity of the States could effect to suppress this 
spirit without the horrors of bloodshed. ' 

Mr. B. said, he stood there the representative 
of those who went for their whole country. He 
stuck to no party longer than that party stuck to 
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the rights and interests of the country. When- 
ever he should see a disposition in any party to 


go against those interests, he would leave it. He 


never expected to belong to a party which was 
free from errors; and if the gentleman never sup- 
ports an Administration until he gets a perfect 
one, he feared he would be found to be an oppo- 
sition man for life. The gentleman has stated 
also, that he could not take a single step for the 
defense of the country. He (Mr. B.) said, he 
was for taking steps for the defense of the coun- 
try when he saw a dark cloud lowering over us, 
which threatened to inundate the whole land with 
ruin. He was for providing a shelter from this 
vortentous storm that hovered over us; wisdom, 
Ire thought, dictated it, whether it should finally 
burst, and pour out its contents on our devoted 
heads or not. 

The gentleman had taken off much of the bit- 
terness of his remarks, however, by his explana- 
tions, and had gone far out of his way to censure 
the Cabinet for the part it had taken in this con- 
troversy, and had declared in every instance our 


| 
| 


| 


Government had been the aggressor in the contest | 


with France. (Mr. T. again explained.) Mr. 
3. was astonished to hear this censure uttered 
by an American tongue on an occasion like the 
present, when a war is threatened us by one of 
the most powerful nations on the earth. He 
would say, as he had said before, that, instead of 


the President and the Administration being the | 


aggressors in this unfortunate controversy, they | 


had acted with great moderation and precaution || 


on every occasion relating to that subject. They 


had relinquished claims for the purpose of effect- | 


ing an amicable adjustment of the matter to an 
enormous amount; but that was even misrepre- 
sented, 
charged with the negotiation of this matter had 
relinquished this much to the French Government 


for the sake of procuring peace and amity with | 
rf . Pe | 
he course which that Minister 


that Power. 
yursued, was to be seen on the records of the 
onan as well as on the records of the Executive 
Department, and he hoped to live to see justice 
done that distinguished individual. i 


The distinguished gentleman who was | 


He viewed | 


him as being one of the purest patriots of the || 


age,and he hoped to live to see him the occupant | 


of the house so much desired by some gentle- 
men and their friends. He thought the friends 
of the Administration had suffered themselves to 
be placed in a false position here by the superior 
management and tact of their adversaries. 
is the contest now going on in this country? He 
said, unequivocally, he viewed it as a contest 
between the Democracy of the nation and the 
advocates of an aristocracy, and they were right, 
in his judgment. It was a plain, direct contest; 
it must be plain to every intelligent observer 
whether or not the people shall have the power 
to rule the nation, or those who conspire to lead 
them. 

Here he wished to be permitted to remark, that 
this body should never 
acter of the Executive to be reproached, as it had 
been by another branch of the Legislature, when 
they were equally culpable, if at all, and partici- 
pants in the same measures for which they had 
witnessed volleys of abuse against the Executive 
alone. He could not omit to remark ona subject, 
recently agitated elsewhere, in relation toa certain 


measure, which would have gone far to put the | 


country in a state of defense, and ready to give 
their enemies a hearty welcome whenever they 
choose to visit us as such. Ever 
heart must have burned with shame for the failure 


of that measure, the consequence of which was | 
now about to be felt; and he feared that the | 
injury already resulting from it would prove fatal || 


to the best interest of the country. The failure 


to pass the bill which was rejected last session, 


appropriating $3,000,000 for the defense of the 


country in case of a war, has been attributed to | 


the House of Representatives; and he thought it 
time that this House should make up an issue with 
another, as well onthat as on other subjects, and 
let at once the question be decided whether the 
Democratic or aristocratic influence is to prevail 
in this Republic. _It had been asserted in another 
body that it was this House which had rejected 
that bill. It had been attempted to shove the 
responsibility of the rejection of that bill on the 


1ave permitted the char- | 


Vhat | 


| 


| 
| 





a 


} 


| 


_ collateral question. 
_mind, that the party with whom he acted was 
ready and willing to mect their adversaries on 











House of Representatives, but it was shamefully 
untrue; and he assumed here, in his place, the 
responsibility of pronouncing it false, no matter 


from what source itcame. The responsibility 


must rest on another body. He said the Hotse 


| was not responsible for the rejection of that bill. 
It had done all that it could do wnder the peculiar 
circumstances of the case to 
were many present who aide 

| their mite towards effecting it. 


s it, and there 
and contributed 
He had voted 
for the bill, and gave it his humble support. The 


responsibility of the rejection of that bill could 


not justly rest on this body. 

But (said Mr. B.) I willreturn to the gentleman 
who has just taken his seat, to notice afew more 
of his extraordinary remarks. 

The honorable gentleman from South Carolina 
was for acting on very different principles from 
that recommended by the Father of his Counwy, 
‘* In peace prepare for war.’’ He thought this 
advice came with peculiar applicability at present, 
and never was there a time when this House or 
this nation could with more propriety adopt it. 

He had said that he did not wish, nor would he 
at this time be drawn, upon a mere collateral 
question, into the discussion of peace or war with 
meal but whenever that time arrived he would 
be as willing to meet the question as the honor- 
able member from South Carolina. He did hope, 
in the sincerity of his heart, that the question of 
yeace or war would never be agitated by this 

fouse with France. He had always hoped and 
believed, that the difference betwcen the two na- 
tions would be amicably settled, but he could not 
know it, and he thought it the part of wisdom, 
therefore, to provide for the worst. He was sorry 
to see evidences manifesting themselves not only 
here, but in another part of the Capitol, to throw 


every obstacle in the way of Government; and 


he sincerely regretted to see it persevered in with 
such pertinacity from a certain quarter. He be- 


lieved the whole efforts of the party doing it 


would prove, as heretofore they had, to be abor- 
tive, and contribute more to expose the motives 
of that party. The intelligence of the people 


_ was too general in this enlightened age, and their 


discernment too correct, to be misled by mere 
abuse and declamation to the disparagement of 
one whom they had honored with their highest 
confidence. 

Mr. B. said that he deprecated any insidious 
attacks upon the measures of the Administration 
so long as he supported it. He was in hopes 
that gentlemen who felt it their duty to oppose it, 
under any and all circumstances, would bring in 
some measure of a general nature, and not give 
vent to their indignant feelings upon every minor 

He was satisfied in fie own 


any and every occasion. They had done so, and 
a verdict had been given by the people—yes, the 
republican Democratic people—in their favor. 
Yet (Mr. B. said) he had cause of complaint to 


| make against the party with whom he had acted 


in this House; it was, that they had sat here si- 
lently and Iet an issue be made up by another 
body with the Executive. This body, at which 
much had been aimed by another in another part 
of the Capitol, should not have left the President 
to have contended alone againstit. No, (said Mr. 
B.,) this House should have made war against 
them as the true representatives of the people, 


and have met them in the very center of the 
American }| 


rotunda of the Capitol, if necessary, and have 
there decided the question, whether the people, 


| through their Representatives, were to prevail in 


ruling this ee ora aoe not elected by the 
people, nor directly responsible to them for their 
conduct? An issue was now about to be made 
up with those who fancied themselves beyond 
the power of the people, how far they could go 
in defiance of the public will, and sustain them- 
selves. By an association of daring leaders, 
coéperating to sway public opinion, the whole 
Republic had been convulsed. If they succeeded, 
in his opinion the public voice was hushed, and 
it would be idle to talk longer of our free repub- 
lican institutions. He thought the time had nearly 


arrived when it was necessary that the people 


| 


should essay their strength, and teach those re- 
fractory men that their power was neither to be 
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insulted nor put at defiance by them; and he called 
on the House, as the only representative bod 
of the nation—the only one where the immediate 
voice of the people could be directly heard—nox 
to shrink from its part of a responsibility that 
was attempted to be shuffled off on the shoulders 
of the Executive. 

The Executive had done all that the people had 
asked, and it was their duty to sustain him, here 
and elsewhere. Heretofore, however, he had 
been literally sustained alone by the people, and 
had proven to be almost the only true reflector 
of the public will. 

Here Mr. JARVIS rose, and observed that he 
perceived that the gentleman from North Carolina 
was much exhausted; and, in order to give him 
time to continue his remarks, he moved an ad- 
journment of the House; which was carried. 

The committee then rose, and reported the 
Seminole appropriation bill to the House, and 
its progress on the Navy appropriation bill, and 
asked leave to sit again on the latter bill. 

The amendment of the Senate to the Seminole 
bill was then concurred in by the House; and the 
bill, as amended, was passed. 

The House then, at four o’clock, p. m., ad- 
journed. 





IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, January 14, 1836. 


Mr. KING, of Alabama, presented a memorial, 
signed by sundry citizens of Alabama, praying 
for the establishment of a mail route; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. TOMLINSON presented the petition of 
Colonel Samuel Dean, praying for arrears of pen- 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. TYLER presented the petitions of the 
president and directors of the Bank of Potomac, 
and the president and directors of the Bank of 
Alexandria, praying for a recharter; which were 
referred to the Gammiitins on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr. EWING presented the memorial of sundr 
merchants of Ohio, praying indemnity for French 
spoliations prior to the year 1800; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. LINN presented the petition of Francois 
Chattillon, praying confirmation toa tract of land 
in Missouri; which was referred to the same com- 
mittee. 


SUFFERERS BY NEW YORK FIRE. 


On motion by Mr. WRIGHT, the Senate took 
up the bill for the relief of the sufferers by fire in 
the city of New York; and it was read the third 
time and passed. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The CHAIR announced a communication from 
the Department of State, made in compliance 
with the act concerning patents and useful inven- 
tions, transmitting a list of patents which have 
expired within the last year, with the names of 
the patentees. 

Also, a communication from the Treasury De- 
partment, made in compliance with a colieteliots 
of the Senate of the 1bth instant, transmitting 
the returns last made by the Bank of the United 
States and the deposit banks. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. HENDRICKS submitted the following 
resolutions; which lie on the table one day: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route in the State of Indiana, from Ply- 
mouth, by Oakland, to Laporte. Also, a post route from 
Michigan City, by way of Bailytown, Deer river, Robinson’s 
prairie, and the crossing of Kankakee, to Peoria, in Illinois. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to in- 
form the Senate what progress, if any, has been made under 
the various appropriations for improving the navigation of 
the Ohio and Mississippi rivers,in removing a ledge of 
rocks on the Ohio river, immediately below Shippingport. 


Mr. MOORE submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which lies on the table one day: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to the Senate any information he 
may possess relative to frauds or fraudulent practices com- 
mitted, or attempted to be committed, on the sales of public 
lands, or Indian reservations, under any of the treaties re- 
cently made with any Indian tribe—the character of such 
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fraud or fraudulent practice, if any, with the name of any 
officer of the Government charged with being in any manner 
connected therewith. 


SLAVERY IN THE DISTRICT. 














The motion made by Mr. Catuovun not to re- | 


ii 
i} 


ceive the petition from Ohio, praying to abolish 
slavery in the District of Columbia, was. next 


taken up in the order of proceedings; and, after | 


some few remarks from Messrs. CALHOUN, 
LEIGH, and CLAY, it was laid on the table. 


NATIONAL DEFENSE. 


The Senate took up Mr. Benton’s resolution | 


to appropriate the surplus revenues for purposes 
of national defense. 


Mr. EWING observed, that in the discussion | 


which had grown out of this resolution, the res- 
olution itself had been, in a great measure, lost 
sight of by an attack on the Senate, in reference 
to matters bearing, in some degree, on the part 
he had taken. He purposed to say a few words 
on the resolution itself, and to give the reasons 
why, in his opinion, it ought not to pass. It 
proposed that the surplus revenue ef the country, 
that on hand as well as that accruing, should be 
applied to the fortification of the lake and mari- 
time frontier, to the construction of armories, 
and the supply of the States with arms, the sup- 
ply of the General Government with the neces- 
sary ordnance, arms, and munitions of war, and 
to place our naval defenses, including an increase 
of the Navy, navy-yards, dock-yards, &c., upon 
a footing of strength and respectability. Now 
what were they to understand by the terms made 
use of in this resolution? Suppose everything 
appropriated necessary for keeping up the civil 
list, for the military and naval establishments, 
and for other necessary and proper expenses of 
the Government, and they could oe no surplus, 
so long as these expenses were necessary. The 
resolution implied simply this: after expending 
all that was necessary for the purposes of the 
Government, including the fortification of our 
coasts, for our military and naval defenses, then 
the residue shall be applied to these latter objects. 
Surely there could be no surplus until these 
wants were fully supplied. Although disposed 
to go as far as any gentleman in voting appro- 
priations for the defenses of the country, he 
wished first to learn from the proper source what 
was wanted. Let the President (said he) send us 
‘word what is necessary for these purposes, and I 
am ready to vote the money; but after having 
done this much, I am not disposed to go for a res- 
olution contemplating the appropriation of a 
surplus to the same objects. he wants of this 
Government were not to be measured either bya 
surplus or a deficiency. Whatever its wants 
were, the country had the means to supply them, 
if the Treasury was deficient; and more than 
necessary ought not to be supplied, even when 
there was a surplus. The surplus, therefore, 
ought to have nothing to do with the object of 
placing our national defenses on a proper Sootann, 
He had another objection to this resolution. 
Its object was to get clear of the surplus revenue. 
It was not for the Army or Navy, Dut purely to 
get rid of the money. What, then, would it ask 
of the Executive? Why, to apply the 
the fortifications, the Army and Mary, &c.; and 
the faster it was applied, the better, This was 
the leading object on the face of the resolution. 
He was prepared, as he before said, to go as far 
as any gentlemgn in voting for appropriations 
for the fortifications, &c.; but there was a limit 


to governments, when they would expend money | 


toany tolerable advantage. If (said he) we make 
appropriations to any considerable amount, part 
must necessarily lay over. 


to eight millions; and that unexpr 
must greatly increase, if thirty millions of surplus 


should be appropriated. ‘The whole of this sur- | 
| 


|| Executive. 


plus was then to be left to the Executive, to be 
applied to such purposes and in such manner as 
he thought proper, provided it was forthcoming 
when wanted for the purposes contemplated in 
the resolution. It was to be intrusted inthe bands 


of the Executive for five or six years, at least; | 


for it would not be in his power to expend all 
this money atonce. Estimates and surveys must 
Le made—materials must be procured and pre- 
pared, and laborers hired ; of which would 


THE CO 


| 


money to | 


r. The unexpended bal- | 
ance of former appropriations already amounted | 
nded balance | 


' for what was wanted. 
when that bill was reported in the other House. | 
Everything asked for by the Departments was | 
_ accorded in that bill, and it was passed and sent to | 


! 





\} ‘ : 

| require some time. It was but the last year that | 

|| the Secretary’ of War was not able to apply the 
| amount of the unexpended balance in his hands, | 


because he could not get laborers, as he said in 
his report; and if we appropriate this thirty mil- | 
lions, (said Mr. E.,) how many years will it be | 
before it is applied. 

It had been said that our frontiers were defense- 
less, our forts dismantled, our ships out of repair, 
and that we were not prepared for defense in case | 
ofaggressionfromabroad. Why wasit (heasked) 
—why was it that we were in this situation? It | 


| now seven years since the present Executive had 


had all these matters under his control; he had 
received all the appropriations asked for, and how 
came it that Congress was not informed, from the 
proper quarter, of this defenseless condition of 
the country? On the 3d of March last it was 
that this much complained of fortification bill was 
lost, and who were they at that time who ought 
to be charged with its failure? Why, the answer 


r 
| waseasy. There was too much business on hand 


in pulling down the institutions of the country to 
build up fortifications. Many things had been 
pulled down, but none built up. We are told 
(said Mr. E.) that our frontiers are in a defense- 
less situation; and for seven 

who tells us so has had the ¢ 
try in his hands. It was not for the Executive 
to tell them this, when Congress had made every 
appropriation he had asked for.* Indeed, there 
was not a single appropriation refused, when the 
responsible person had stepped forward and asked 
for it. The Senate had been charged with having 
been a party or privy to this defenseless situation 
of the country. Now, what was the real state of 
the case? Why, there was a fortification bill that 
came up from the other House containing nearly 
all the necessary appropriations, but some were 
left out, among which was the Military Academy. 
He did not see the reason why this had been left 
out, unless it was among those institutions of 
the country that were to be pulled down, though 
he was aware that petitions had been sent to Con- 


| gressagainst it. However, in the billsent from the 
| other House, there was no appropriation for that 
| institution, and many things wanted for defense of 


the country were left out of the bill. He recol- 
lected going to the other House for the purpose 
of seeing any communication from the Depart- 
ments that might come there containing estimates 
It was late in February 


a the Executive | 
efenses of the coun- | 
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that those who voted for the bill would have hes- 
itated long before they so voted, when the respons- 
ibility was to rest on them. 


The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Benton] had 
referred a bill of indictment against the Senate 
fore the whole American people, and declared 


that they should know why it was that the coun- 
try had been left without the means of defense in 
the present crisis of our affairs; that his resolu- 
tion for that object had been voted down in the 
Senate. it the nator 
put another item to his bill of indictment, for he 
should vote against the present resolution; but 


He could tell the Senator that he might 


that whenever he called for appropriations for 
proper objects he would go with him, for fortifi- 
cations, for the Navy, and for all objects contem- 
plated in his resolution. But he would vote for 
it to come out of the integral revenue, and not out 
of the surplus revenue, though the French guns 
were pointed against the Capitol. But the Sena- 
tor said he had asked for a second appropriation 
of $500,000, which was refused. When that 
matter was examined into in the Senate, the gen- 
tleman admitted that it was withdrawn; but this 
admission did not go abroad among those towhom 
his speech went. There the charge would stand 
against the Senate; and although the Senator him- 
self withdrew it, the charge would still remain. 
One word more as to this $3,000,000. ‘The bill 
came from the House to the Senate, and after 
it had passed that body with amendments, it was 
returned to the House, with this $3,000,000 ap- 
pended as an amendment to an amendment of 
the Senate, (for it could not otherwise have been 
introduced, according to the rules of “the two 
Houses.) Thus an appropriation exceeding the 
whole amount of appropriations in the bill came 
into the Senate appended as an amendment to an 
amendment at that late hour. It looked as if it 


| had been got up for some political, or for some 


the Senate. The Senate passed all these appro- || 
priations, and passed additional appropriations for | 
objects not mentioned in the bill, and these addi- | 


tional appropriations were sentto the House where 
it remained from the 24th of February to the 3d 


this appropriation of $3,000,000 for undefined 
| objects. Now, was it supposed by any one that 
| that bill could be passed at that time? Leaving 
altogether out of the question the strong consti- 
tutional objections to passing an appropriation of 
such magnitude for undefined objects, and not 
| recommended by the Executive, there were nota 
| sufficient number of business hours remaining 
| when that bill came in—they were not in a situ- 
/ ation for legislative action, except on matters 
| already matured. Why was this appropriation 
thrust in at that late hour? If it was required for 
the wants of the country, it was required three 
weeks before. The Executive, who was ready to 
take all responsibility on himself, did not require 
it—it was to be forced on him, as on the Senate; 
but at the very last day of the session, and within 
three hours of its close, this appropriation was 
thrust in; and did they (said Mr. E.) expect us to 
pass it? Surely not; no man did. It was an 
unheard-ofeppropriation—a general appropriation 
for objects not defined, and not called for by the 
If it had been for things authorized 
by act of Congress, it would have been mentioned, 
butit was not. It would have been going quite as 
far as putting the power of making peace or war 
into the hands of the President as to have passed 
this = riation. The Senate could not do it; 
and if the Senators, who had voted against it, had 
been all out of their Chamber, he apprehended 


creat and pressing emergency. There was no 
pressing emergency, and therefore he must sup- 
pose the former. ‘The amendment was sent to 
the Senate, and promptly rejected, A committee 
of conferehce was asked by the House, and it 
was promptly given; the bill went back to the 


House, and nothing more was heard of it. Who 
were they that strangled the bill there? There 


were $800,000 of additional appropriations in the 
bill agreed to; and, after waiting a long time to 
hear from the House, a respectful message was 
sent to them, that a committee of conference had 
been appointed, and requesting an answer. No 
answer was received. Was the Senate, then, 
under these circumstances, to blame for the loss 
of this bill? Was that body to be dragooned into 
voting for everything not recommended by the 
responsible officer, being charged with pertinacity 
or neglect of duty? It was not treating that body 


| with becoming respect to make such charges 


_of March, and it was at dusk in the evening of | 
_ the same day that it came back to the Senate with 


against them. 

Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH said, that when this 
resolution was first introduced, he thought it was 
intended for some great national purpose; but 
when he saw it perverted into a most vitupera- 


|| tive attack on the Senate—an attack that had 


errr gerne 


_been accompanied with an air that comported 


with its character, he felt himself called on to 
notice it, 

The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Benton] 
had accused them of a dereliction of duty in pro- 
hibiting this Government from adopting means of 
preparing a fleet to meet the st of France 
now approaching our shores. He pronounced 
the accusation entirely unfaithful to the Senate, 
and unfounded in fact and in truth. If the gen- 
tleman’s proposition was intended to be national, 
he would make a proposition still more national. 
He then moved the following amendment: 

Strike out all of the first resolution after the word “ Re- 
solved,” and insert: 

“That the general defense and permanent security of 
the country are principal objects of the national care, and 
therefore adequate and liberal specific appropriations from 
the public revenues ought regularly to he set apart and 
applied to these purposes.”? 

This amendment (he said) had the advantage 
over the resolutions offered by the Senator from 
Missouri, [Mr. Benton,] in not being confined 
to the surplus revenue, and would not interfere 
with the proposition of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, (Mr. Lay,] and the Senator from South 
Carolina, (Mr. Catuoun,] to distribute the sur- 
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plus revenue among the States, which he believed 
was a favorite measure of the people of the Uni- 
ted States. The Senator from Missouri had com- 
menced his attack upon the Senate by telling 
them of a report made by a certain French officer 
to the Chamber of Deputies; and of its reception 
in the Chamber of Deputies; and of a certain 
French journal, in which we are told that a French 
fleet is coming, which would, from its superior 
size compared with ours, overawe us; and then 
had told them significantly that the Senate had 
failed to make the necessary appropriation for our 
defense, and consequently our weakness would 
be exposed, There must have been something 
to elicit this project. 
Congress had passed resolutions expressive of 
our peaceful relations with France. ‘There was 
nothing that required any movement of this coun- 
try, and yet the Senator from Missouri had said 
the Senate refused to grant an appropriation of 
$3,000,000 to the national defense. How would 
they, within the past nine months, have appro- 
priated this $3,000,000? It was a humbug greater 
than any that had been created before it. Mr. 
G. referred to the reports of the Seeretaries of 
the Navy and War to show (he said) that the 
pupae were equal to what was required. 
] 

where he speaks of the loss in consequence of the 
failure of the appropriation which passed one 
branch of Congress, and was lost in the other. 
Mr. G. said, if such were the views of the Exec- 
utive, they were not known to him, and were not 
communicated to the Senate. 

Mr. G. went into a detail of the progress of the 
appropriation bill. And (said he) when it was 
returned to the Senate with an>appropriation 
of $3,000,000, the Senate were astonished; they 
wondered what news had arrived, and to what 
purpose it was to be applied, as there was nothing 
specific init. At the dead of night a bill was 
returned from the House of Representatives 
containing an appropriation of $3,000,000, and 
the Senate asanale called on to vote for it! If 
the Executive had wanted it, they would have 
voted for it. In ten minutes they might have 


had the information; but the Executive will was | 


bolted up. The Senate would have been false to 
themselves to have voted for it. 
been applied to them, when the money was hang- 
ing on a hair and not asked for by the proper 
Department. He had thought it due to himself 
and to the Senate to make this explanation. 

Mr. BENTON observed that the Senator from 
Maryland, [Mr. Go_psporoven,] who had just 
resumed his seat, and himself, had some words 
at the last session, which had placed him in a 


situation with respect to that gentleman of the | 
He believed it to be || 


most scrupulous reserve. 
the instinct of gentlemen, whenever anything had 
happened between them of an unpleasant nature, 
to Lehave afterwards to each other with the most 
punctilious and scrupulous politeness. He be- 
ieved it to be the instinct of gentlemen to feel that 
from such atime they must stand upon a foot- 
ing towards each other in which they could no 
longer give and take. Now, sir, the Senator 
from Maryland has repeated what he did at the 
last session; he has made a premeditated attack 
onme. He felt (Mr. B. said) no malice, nor 
any degree of irritation, for what was past; for 
if he was quick, he was at least free from malice. 


The gentleman at that time drew a picture which | 


a thousand persons present believed to be drawn 
for him; which he (Mr. B.) felt to be drawn for 
him; and he had been informed that the gentle- 
man had then rehearsed the part he was about to 
perform—the first part, but not the concluding 


part; for the gentleman denied that his picture | 


was intended for him. From that time to the 
present, the gentleman has no right to make a 
personal allusion to me. If the gentleman choose 
to wait a year, and then come forward to settle 
an accountin which he may feel a balance against 
him, it is for him, (said Mr. B.,) and not for me, 
todo so. I do not treasure up old things to be 
brought out afterwards. The gentleman had now 
made an affirmation contradicting what I have 


said; but I tell the gentleman (said Mr. =) that 
I know his affirmation to contain precisely as 
much truth now as I believed that his denial did 


then. 


Last year both branches of | 


e then referred tothe message of the President, | 


| of letters. 


The epithet had 


| brightest pages of their 
|| nobles of France were found fighting side by side 
| with American freemen. 


thing with regard to the general feelin 








aware that the Senator from Maryland had made 
any personal allusion to the Senator from Mis- 


sourl, or he would have called himto order. The | 


remarks Of the Senator from Missouri he con- 
sidered were not in order. 

Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH rose to reply to the 
Senator from Missouri. If the gentleman mean3 
(he said )——[ Here the Cuair reminded the Sen- 
ator that he must keep within the rules of order.] 
Then, sir, (said Mr. G.,) it is impossible for me 


| to answer in order that which was said out of | 


order. 
Mr. PORTER said, that it was with the deepest 
regret that he had witnessed the irritation that 


It was impossible for those who had been subject 
to the charges made by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri to keep more within bounds in replying 
to them than the gentleman from Maryland 
had done. Very grave charges have been made 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


| ‘The CHAIR (Mr. Kine, of Ababama) was not '| this French fleet might not have some rational 


|| knew they were vulnerable. 
|| French have any hostile feeling towards us? They 
| had the money, and they did not want to pay it. 
| had taken place in the course of this discussion. | 
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’ 
object other than he had supposed? Why, our 
Executive, in his message, had recommended 
reprisals against France, in a certain event. 
Now, it could not be believed that there was an 

recommendation of the President that we should 
seize upon the French property which came into 
the country relying on the faith of treaties. It 


‘| was on the hig i seas that it was expected that the 
d 


reprisals would be made; and it was apparent, 
therefore, that this fleet was sent to protect the 
French commerce in the West Indies, where the 

Why should the 


Would they be so absurd as to send a fleet here 
to get rid of paying the money? Why, they had 


the money in their pockets already, without the 


aid of a fleet. The fleet was evidently sent from 


/an apprehension that Congress would follow up 


againstthem. The honorable gentleman from Mis- || 


souri would recollect, he was sure, that charges 
of this kind would fall hardly from any one, and 
more so from him. Must we (said Mr. P.) 
humbly sit by when such charges are made, and 


| say that every fact alleged was true to the letter? | 


But if (said he) we think they are not true, if we 


mistaken, must we not endeavor to show him that || 
he has been mistaken?—must we not endeavor to | 


show to the American people, and to the whole 


| world, that the Senate of the United States was 


not guilty of a dereliction of duty? He thanked 
God that it could be shown to the whole world, 


| for the moment it was spoken there it would 


be taken down and sent abroad, wide as the region 
He was sure that as far as he was 


the course recommended by the President, and 
not for any hostile purpose. He was anxious 


|| that the American people should know that there 


| was nothing to excite the alarm that a French 


fleet was approaching our coasts. 


He did not 


, exactly understand what was meant by our co: sts; 


but if it was supposed that the French islands of 


| Martinique and Guadaloupe, to which this flect 
think the gentleman’s feelings have made him j| 


was destined, was on our coasts, it was a wide 
mistake; for they were full fifteen or sixteen hun- 
dred miles off. But he was happy that he was 


|| able to say something to allay the apprehensions 


of the gentleman. We have received (said he) 


‘the Moniteur—the French ministerial oe 


| to the 23d of last month, which containe 


concerned, his only object was to show to the || 


| American people that he had performed his duty; || ( : 
| | him (he said) pleasure to show this to the gentle- 


and he would 


10ld himself unworthy of the trust 
reposed in him if he did not do so. 


Did the hon- 


matter 
that would satisfy the gentleman that this fleet 
was sent out to protect the French commerce, and 
that there was no cause to fear that the first act 
of aggression would come from France. [Here 
Mr. P. read extracts from the Moniteur.] It gave 


/man from Missouri, to sytisfy him that this fleet 


orable gentleman expect that they would not show || 


| some warmth and sensibility with regard to what | 


he had said against them? They would be utterly 


unworthy of their trusts, if they were willing to | 


| 


sit down silently under the charges that had been 
gravely made against them. 


The Senator from Missouri had read from his |} 
i noes a speech made in the French Chamber of 


eputies, in which language highly reprehensible 
had been used in reference to this country. He 


could tell the gentleman that nothing could be | 


more calculated to produce irritation in the minds 


of the people of one country towards another, || 
than for a member of a legislative body to read || 


in his ae irritating expressions made use of in 
the halls of another. Would peace, and all the 
virtues that were cultivated by it, long remain, 


if such quotations were made? No; not even the 
|| language of the highest officer of our Government 
| ought to be carried to another country, to pro- 


As the 


duce any lasting or abiding sentiments. 


, gentleman had thought proper to refer to language 
| used in the French Cham 


vers by a single mem- 
ber out of three or four hundred, would it not be 


| as well (said Mr. nal that we should refer to the 


language used by the French Executive, who 


might be supposed to know as much of the tem- | 


per and feelings of the French people asany single 
member of the Chamber of Deputies? He asked 
if the language of the French Executive towards 
this country had not been kind and conciliating, 


and calculated to sooth the feelings of the Amer- 


ican people? These conciliatory feelings, he be- 
lieved, were entertained by the whole French 
necople. It was impossible that the people of 
Picaee could forget those ties of friendship and 


interest which bound the two countries together | 


—it was impossible or could forget one of the 
1istory, where the gallant 

It was impossible that 
the gentleman could draw from the speech of a 
slelste member of the French Chambers any- 
of his 


French people to this country. From this fleet 
being on our coasts, the gentleman had appre- 
hended that the Government of France was act- 
ing up to the hostile expressions made use of 
in the French Chamber. But he put it to the 


good sense and feeling of the gentleman, whether 











was purely defensive; that the French people 
considered there was no legitimate cause of war 
between the two countries; and that no act of 
aggression would come from France. 

Mr. P. here deprecated the evils of war, drew 
a vivid picture of the calamities attending it, and 
contrasted it with the blessings of peace. 

No one was more reluctant than he was to press 


| upon the time of the Senate, but he was com- 








pelled to turn to the accusations made by the 
Senator from Missouri. He must tell the gentle- 
man that he was mistaken as to facts. ‘They did 
not bear him out in his assertions. He was not 
paw his assertions against the gentleman’s, 
yut he would turn to the records, which did not 
support the charges. The gentleman said that 
the $3,000,000 appropriation was lost in the Sen- 
ate, and more, that the American people should 
all know who they were, by whose means the 


| fortification bill of the last session was lost. 


Thank God (said Mr. P.) the American people 
shall know, for although truth might be obfus- 
cated fora time, and facts discolored through the 
agency of newspapers, it was impossible but the 
American people should ultimately know the truth 
at last. The gentleman said that his $500,000 
was lost in the Senate—that the appropriation 
bill for fortifications was lost there. his he 
(Mr. P.) denied. The bill was passed in the 
Senate, and the records would show that it was 
lost in the House of Representatives. It was 
sent down to that House with a committee of 
conference, where it was lost; and how lost those 
who were the actors on that occasion could tell. 
It was enough for him that the state of facts should 
go to the American people, for them to judge of 
them. Now it had been said that figures could 


| not tell lies, and it was equally true that records 


could not tell lies. He could say that the records 
with the indorsements of the Senate could not 
lie, and he would proceed to show from them 
that the bill was not lost in it. Mr. P. here ex- 
plained the progress of the bill from the time it 
was reported in the House of Representatives, 
and its amendments, until it was sent back by 
the Senate. 

How was it (he asked) that the avowed friends 
of the Administration in the Twenty-Third Con- 
gress refused to use the $1,650,000 appropriated 
in the bill? If the danger was pressing, and the 
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“desire strong, why did they refuse it? If they | 
could not get all they wanted, — did they not 
take less? This $1,650,000 could have been very | 
yrofitably employed on the fortifications, if they | 
fad thought proper to take it. It was not for 
him to explain the motives which occasioned the 
joss of this appropriation; but if an ill-natured 
man was to account for it, he would say for them 
something like this: ‘* Let us send this $3,000,000 || 
to the Senate, which is making war on the || 
President, and is directed by party motives, and || 
they will reject it at once. e can then put the || 
responsibility upon them.’’ He himself did not 
say that such was the motive of the gentlemen 
who occasioned the loss of this bill, but he would 
say, that their conduct was utterly incomprehen- 
sible. 

Mr. P. concluded by saying, that he had been | 
very unwillingly drawn into this debate; but he | 
could not sit down under the accusations of the 
Senator from Missouri, without endeavoring to 
disabuse the mind of that gentleman as well as 
others. With respect to the particular measure || 
brought forward by the gentleman, he could not || 
give it his support in its present form; but when | 
specific appropriations for the objects contem- 
yates in the resolution should be recommended 
vy the Executive, he would be prepared to give | 
them the most respectful attention. He was pre- 
pared to receive everything coming from that high 
quarter with the highest respect; and he would 
go as far as any man to put our national defenses 
upon a footing of strength and respectability. 
Mr. WEBSTER was not disposed to discuss 
our affairs with France. He was determined to 
wait for the receipt of information which, at a 
pongee time, mann produced. He did not in- | 
tend to anticipate -the message on that subject 
from the executive department. What he was 
going to say was a mere analysis of the histor 
and progress of this appropriation bill. Mr. W. 
then gave a minute account of the circumstances | 
connected with it, until its return from the House | 
of Representatives with an amendment contain- 
ing this appropriation of $3,000,000. He re- 
membered the state of excited feeling when it was 
read. They had just opened the door from ex- 
ecutive business. He felt a degree of surprise; 

and, (said he,) under these feelings, I dare say I 

expressed myself with warmth. Being chairman 
of the Committee on Finance, I took the respons- 
ibility then of moving the rejection of this meas- | 
ure. I claim (said he) the merit of it, and when | 
the expunging process begins, (said he,)I pray in | 
mercy that my name may be left on the bond of 
that vote by which it was rejected. A Senator || 
had said, that if the enemy had been approaching | 
our country, he would not have voted for it. [ | 
say, (said Mr. W..,) if the enemy was at the door | 
of the Capitol, 1 would not have voted for it. 

There were considerations which, when com- 
pared with this, did not weigh a feather. He re- | 

orted the agreement of the committees of the 
Louse and Senate on the amendments to that bill, 
and moved a resolution that the House be re- 
minded of the bill. The Journal of the House 
was to be seen, and he would make no reference 
toit. Z«*e was no shuffling on the part of the 

Senate. He was not now speaking of the merits 

of the bill. The Journal would show that every- 
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| its bones must be looked for. 


| of the Executive. 
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on the 3d of March? All the Constitution said | 


was as to fixing the time at two years. 
was the session of that day. 
twelve o’clock at noon, and it was the session 


The day 


They assembled at || J t 
| ers was not to be impugned, lest (said Mr. C.) 
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| leaders, who were men of established character, 
of intellectual acquirements, and acknowledged 
standing in society; yet the course of these lead- 


until the termination of the session of that day, || we infringe the rules of order. 


if it should even be prolonged beyond the hour | 
of twelve o’clock at night. Mr. W. referred to 
the President’s message, and said he (the Pres- 
ident) was not well informed when he said the | 
bill had passed one branch of Congress and failed 
in the other. The bill was not lost in the Senate. 


It passed the Senate, and went into the House of || 
Representatives, where it died in the hands of the | 


House of Representatives, and it was there where 
The President had 
said in his message that this failure to make an 
appropriation had delayed the progress of the 


| national defense; a measure which was, to use 


his own words, ‘in accordance with the views 
” Were they to suppose he 
had any other views than those connected with 
the public service. The injunctions of the Con- 
stitution were that he should give to Congress 
such information and such recommendations as 
he shall judge necessary and expedient. And 
where was this recommendation to be found? 
Nowhere! The case had been strongly put by 
the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. Gotpssor- 
oveH.] The President had not taken upon him- 
self the responsibility of telling them this meas- 
ure was necessary; and were they, therefore, to 
be told they were acting in alliance with the 
French fleet, because they refused to act without 
such recommendation? He remembered well, 
that in the speech of the respectable member 
from Tennessee, [Mr. Wutre,] he had asked 


for this measure? Were they, then, unsolicited, 
to be pouring out the treasury into the Presi- 
dent’s lap? It was no recommendation to him 


manifested by the House of Representatives to 
pass anything. He objected to the propriety of 
the expressions used in the President’s message. 


| If he had recommended this measure, and recom- 
| mended it in that form, (said Mr. W.,) I would | 


not have voted forit. Such an enormous sum of 
money was not to be trusted in the hands of 
any man, to use at hisdiscretion. At the session 
before last he (the President) suggested the pro- 
priety of leaving the power with the President to 
issue letters of marque or reprisal at discretion. 
If these two contingent powers had been vested in 
the hands of the President, we should at this time 
have been up to the ears ina war with France. Is 
the voice of Mr. Jefferson forever silenced among 
his friends? Was this a specific appropriation ? 
Was an appropriation to military service gener- 
ally to be expended in whole or in part for mili- 

or naval service? Does not appropriation, 


purr 29se? He (the President) might raise an 
army out of the whole of it. It was in no just 
sense an appropriation. 
how long the Senate could bear this partisan war- 


the last days of the Constitution under which 





thing was done by the Senate to make it become 
alaw. He would state what took place in exec- 
utive business, as it might have some connection 


you and I were born. 
Mr. CUTHBERT observed, that after the ex- 
pulsion of the Tarquins, the kingly power was 





with the loss of this bill. In the course of the | 
evening they were in executive session on the 
nomination ofajudge of the Supreme Court. The | 
nomination was rejected. The President said he 
would make no further communication to the 
Senate that night. Ifthe President could not re- 
ceive any communication from the Senate, he 
would not have received any bill. There was an 
idea entertained by some, that the President can 
have no connection of an official character with 
Congress after twelve o’clock of the last night of 
the session. All members who had experience 
in former legislation would recollect that a great 
many of our laws had received the signature of | 
the presiding officers of that Senate and House of 
Representatives, and of the President, after twelve 
o’clock. 

How was it that the power of the House of 





abolished at Rome. The great dread at Rome 
was the dread of the kingly name, from which 
the Romans thought the greatest danger to the 
Republic was to be apprehended. The danger to 
Rome, however, was not in the kingly name, for 
so odious had the name become, that in the very 
worst days of the Republic it could never have 
been revived. Here was the error committed by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts—the dread of 
the kingly power, from which no danger could 
be apprehended in this Government. 


lish an aristocratic Government, re 


than the power of any single man. 
the situation under which they were 


where was the recommendation of the President | 


that there was such a rush of confidence as was || 


ae 
as lawyers say, ex vi termini, mean some specific | 


He dare not pfophesy || 


fare; but, Mr. President, (said he,) unless there be | 
an adhesion to the principles, in and out of doors, | 
that the Senate have sustained, then there are | 
among the living those in the land who will record | 


t was the 
patrician ciass, 8 moneyed aristocracy, a combi- 
nation of their political leaders, ee to estab- 

ess of the 
welfare of the people, that was more to be dreaded 
There was 
laced in 
} that House. The Administration was daily sub- 
resentatives in Congress expired at midnight '' ject tothe most violentattacks from these political 


Here Mr. C. yielded the floor to a motion for 
adjournment, 
And the Senate adjourned. 








HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuvurspay, January 14, 1836. 
Mr. CHAMBERS, of Pennsylvania, from the 


Committee on Private Land Claims, reported a 
bill for the relief of John McCarroll; which was 
read twice and committed. 

Mr. MAY, from the Committee on Private Land 
' Claims, reported the following bills; which were 
read twice and committed: 

A bill for the relief of James Trumble; and 

A bill for the relief of Michael Thornton. 

Mr. HUNTSMAN, from the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, reported a bill for the rehef 
of Joseph Nerbert; which was read twice and 
committed. 

Mr. LEA, of Tennessee, reported the following 
| bills; which were read twice and committed: 

A bill for the relief of Jesse Sykes; and 

A bill for the relief of William Hewes. 

Mr. MUHLENBERG, from the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims, reported a bill for the 
relief of the representatives of Colonel Anthony 
Walton White; which was read twice and com- 
| mitted. 
| Mr. JANES, from the Committee on Revolu- 
| tionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
Elisha Lucas; which was read twice and com- 
| mitted. 
| Mr. TURRILL, from the Committee on Rev- 
| olutionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief 
| of the legal representatives of Tristram Coflin, 
| deceased; whieh was read twice and committed. 
| Mr. CALHOON, of Kentucky, from the Com- 
| mittee on Roads and Canals, reported a bill for 
the improvement of the harbor of St. Louis; which 
was read twice and committed. 

‘| Mr. LAWRENCE, from the Committee of 

| Ways and Means, reported the following resolu- 

| tion; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That so much of the communicatien from the 

| Secretary of the ‘Treasury of the 15th Deeember last, as 
relates to the purchase of site and building a custom-house 
in Boston; to certain proposed improvements on the cus- 


tom-house lot at New Orleans; to opening a road through 
the hospital grounds at Chelsea, Massachusetts; and to 
| 
! 


| building a whart, and making other improvements con- 
| nected with the custom-house at New London, be referred 
| to the Committee on Commerce. 


| Mr. LAWRENCE presented a petition in 
| reference to the subjects embraced in the foregoing 
| resolution; which was referred to the Committee 
| on Commerce. 
| Mr. BEALE, from the Committee on Invalid 
|| Pensions, reported the following bills; which were 
| read twice and committed: 
|| A bill for the relief of Henry Keefer; 

A bill for the relief of Bernard Pompilly; and 

A bill for the relief of Francis Bashford. © 
| Unfavorable reports upon various petitions 
| were made by Messrs. CRAIG, BEALE, LAW- 
LER, CARR, HUNTSMAN, LEA of Tennes- 
see, MUHLENBERG, PATTERSON, and 
EVERETT. 

WEST POINT ACADEMY. 


The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Hawes, of Kentucky, on the 7th instant, was 
taken up: 

Resolved, That a select committee of nine be appointed 
to inquire what amendments, if any, are expedient to be 
made to the laws relating to the Military Academy at 
West Point, in the State of New York, and also into the 
expediency of modifying the organization of said instit:- 
tion ; and, also, whether it would not comport with the 

ublic interest to abolish the same, with power to report by 

ill or otherwise. 

Mr. HAWES said it would be recollected that, 
at the last session of Congress, a committee, con- 
sisting of one member from each of the States, 
had been appointed, and that committee went into 
an investigation of the affairs of that institution. 
That committee performed the duty assigned 
them, but their report was made at so late a period 
of the session, that it was impossibie for the 
House to act upon it. The resolution which he 


| 
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' ' ; {| 
now submitted varied but in one particular from | 


the one adopted raising the committee of last 


year, and that was in reducing the number of the | 


committer. 
it was almost impossible to get them collected for 
business. The number was entirely too great. 
As this was a mere resolution of inquiry, he 
would say nothing of the abuses which existed 
in that department of the Government, but hoped 
the resolution might be adopted without debate, 
so that the committee might proceed to the duty 
assigned them. 


Mr. WARDWELL said he thought that this 


Fromthe number of that committee, | 


subject ought to be referred to the Committee on | 


Miltary Affairs. He believed that the committee 
of twenty-four which was appointed last session 
had investigated the subject fully. Their report 
was brought into the House, and it set forth all 
the facts which we wanted to know. He would 
therefore move to amend the resolution, so that 
the subject might be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


Mr. SMITH wished the gentleman from New | 


York [Mr. Warpwet | would give some sub- 
stantial reasons why the subject ought to be 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. It 
seemed to him that a special committee ought to 
be raised; but if the friends of the institution 
thought that a special committee would not do 
them the same justice which the Committee on 
Military Affairs would, and they would offer that 
ws a reason, he would withdraw his objections. 
As there were doubts about the organization of 
this Academy, it was desirable that a committee 
should be raised, which could devote as much time 
as possible in bringing out the merits or demerits 
of the institution. He believed that the Committee 
on Military Affairs would not have time, although 


they might have the disposition, to do the subject || 


justice. He believed a special committee would 


do ample justice. He hoped the gentleman from 


New York would withdraw his motion, or that it | 


would not prevail, 


Mr. BRIGGS thought that the subject had 


already been referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs by the general resolutions referring the 
different items of the President’s message to 
committees; and therefore inquired whether the 
present resolution was in order? 


The SPEAKER said that the present resolu- | 


tion was one of inquiry, and he considered the 
reference of the President’s message as not ap- 
lying to the case. 

Mr. BRIGGS then said he would vote for the 
amendment of the gentleman from New York, 


because he thought the subject ought to go to one | 


of the standing committees. It had been said by 


the gentleman from. Kentucky [Mr. Hawes] | 


that, in consequence of the number of the com- , 


mittee of last session, it was almost impossible 
to get them to busincss. 
man labored under a mistake. That committee 
had a meeting carly in the session, and appointed 
na sub-committee to investigate the whole matter, 


He thought the gentle- | 


and that committee went industriously to work. | 


After their investigation was completed, they 


made an elaborate report. The committee adopted | 
the report, which report was now on the files of 


the House; and if gentlemen wished information 
from it, they could order it tobe printed, It was 


hecause this subject had been so recently and | 


thoroughly investigated, that there was no neces- 
sity for further investigation. 


York. 


He would vote | 
for the amendment of the gentleman from New | 


ae rp ge 
Mr. REYNOLDS, of Illinois, remarked that 


the people he had the honor to represent in the 
State of [linois took a deep interest in this sub- 
ject, and were he to remain silent on the occasion 
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against it. Butthe great dread of an investigation | 
was almost positive proof that there was some- | 
thing wrong in the institution. 

Mr. R. said his honorable friend [Mr. Briees] 
tried to stifle this investigation by his attempt to | 


| satisfy the Speaker that the subject was already 
| referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. | 
| This was strong circumstantial proof that there 


was in this affair something notright. The other 


| gentleman [Mr. Warpwe.t, of New York] 


wished to have the subject referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. Mr. R. said he had 
he highest respect for that committee; but somet 
of them, and perhaps all of them, had already 
expressed an opinion on the subject, in a report 
favorable to that institution, and from this consid- 
eration were not so impartial asa select committee 
raised expressly for the occasion. 
Mr. R. remarked, that an official investigation, 
and that made known to the people, would cause 
the institution at West Point to wither and die. 


Under its present organization, the young men, 


who ought not to be educated there, were the ex- 
clusive individuals that were educated in it; and, 
what is still worse, it was made a kind of monop- 
oly. The cadets educated there were the exclu- 
sive officers in our Army, right or wrong; they 
were the officers who were to conduct our armies 
to glory or disgrace; and it mattered not what 
deeds of valor the privates inthe Army might do, 
they could not rise, as there were no places for 
them; the eadets filled all. A private soldier in 
the war which seems to be approaching us might 
do as noble a deed as the character of antiquity 


did who slew Goliah, still he could not rise one 


| foot in the Army. 


He would appeal to the House, if every indi- 
vidual did not expect to rise by his merits? The 
gentlemen, [Messrs. Warpwett and Briaes,] 
like others in Congress, would expect to be re- 
warded for their meritorious conduct. His friend 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Briges] nodoubt would 
be supported by his constituents for his moral 
and orderly course of conduct in Congress and 
his assiduity to business. ‘The same would ap- 
uy to the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 


Varpwe.i.} The principle was correct to re- || 


ward meritorious actions, and an institution or 
measures that opposed this principle were in them- 


'| selves wrong. 


They expected him, on all occasions, to advocate | 


such measures as would 


the reason which induced him to rise on this 
occasion. 

It was astonishing to him (Mr. R.) that gentle- 
men, friends to this institution, were so strenuous 
and so much opposed to an investigation of this 
If it be an institution founded on a 


: tend to reform this | 
institution, or to abolish it entirely. This was | 


|| Government, which business is now done by the 
| graduates of the institution at West Point, with- 


i 


proper basis, and conducted on sound republican | 


irinciples, they need not fear an investigation; if 
it be of this character, an investigation will not 


| to print the report. 


, question, but his friend from Hlinois [Mr. Rey- 


Any person that would look at the report made 
at the beat Congress on this subject, would be | 
satisfied that there was something not right in the 
institution. If the friends of the Academy would | 
let that report be printed, and officially presented 
to the people, that would be satisfactory. 

Mr. R. said, he hoped, under all the circum- | 
stances, the motion of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. ee would not prevail; but 
that the subject would 


from Kentucky. 
Mr. WARDWELL did not wish to take up 
the time of the House in discussing a preliminary 


noLps] had said that the Committee on Military 
Affairs had expressed an opinion on the matter. 
It was not the committee of the last session which 
expressed that opinion, but the one preceding 


that, which was a different committee entirely. | 


The committee of the present body had expressed 
able that some of those who would be on the se- 


lect committee had expressed opinions adverse to 
the institution. The last Congress had refused 


He was 


willing to have the institution examined—yes, 


probed to the core—but let it be done by the 
proper committee. He would say a few words 
in reply to the gentleman from Hlinois. Why 
was it that all this objection came from the west- 
ern States? It was, he thought, because all per- 
sons in those States who had any topographical 


_ knowledge, might expect some employment from 


out cost to the Government. If, however, that | 
institution was abolished, and those engineers not | 


He protested against having || 
so many select committees on subjects which 

q || ought to go to standing committees. 
they would consider him derelict in his duty. | 
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injure it; neither time nor talents can prevail || for the young gentlemen of the western coun- 


try. No wonder that western gentlemen’s eon- 
stituents were in favor of abolishing that instity. 
tion. 

Mr. HANNEGAN had a few remarks to make 
on the subject. He was a member of the select 
committee of the last session, and would say that 
it was not in the power of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs to give the subject the attention which 
it required. ‘The committee of last session made 
their report to the House, and the gentleman from 
New York, [Mr. Warpwet1,] tells us that the 
House refused to printthat report. Why did the 
House refuse? Sreahen it required two thirds to 
make the motion to print, and the friends of the 
institution rallied around it, and refused to print, 


| That gentleman said that the West alone opposed 


that institution. He (Mr. H.) knew gentlemen 
from the East, the South, and the North, who 
opposed it. That gentleman also said that the 
young gentlemen of the West expected good 


| offices if the institution is abolished. He (Mr. H.) 


would be glad to have the offices given to those 


' who came from the ranks of the people, and not 
to the sons of those who were now in high office. 


| the gentleman from Kentucky. 


Iie hoped and trusted that the resolution of the 
gentleman from Kentucky would be adopted, and 
that a thorough investigation might be had. 

Mr. HAMER said he could not see what possi- 
ble objection there could be to the resolution of 
On one hand it 
was contended that it was one of the most aristo- 


| cratic, and on the other that it was one of the best 


| institutions that ever was established. 


Why, 
then, not allow us to collect facts, so that we may 
be enabled to make up an impartial judgment on 
the subject? A large portion of the people of the 
country believe that the institution ought to be 
abolished; then let an investigation be fully had. 
Mr. H. would say a word to the gentleman from 
New York, {Mr. Warpwetu.] He is mistaken; 
the people of the West are governed by no such 


| motives as those attributed to them by that gen- 


tleman. That gentleman admits that a band of 
men are sent out to fill all the important offices— 
men who are the friends and relatives of those 
who are in high station, and who have political 
influence. The sons of men high in office are 


| educated at that institution, and those men are 
| sent out to fill all the high offices in the western 


country. If the people of the Mississippi valley 
educate their sons at their own expense, why 
should they not be appointed to those offices? If 
they are capable, let them have the offices. He 
objected, and his constituents objected, to the ex- 
istence of the institution in its present form. He 
therefore hoped there would be no objection to an 
investigation. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, desired to make a 


few remarks upon the subject before the House, 


xe submitted to a select || 
| committee, under the resolution of the gentleman 


| 


| 


{| 
i 


but, as the morning hour had expired, he called 
for the orders of the day. 
The motion was agreed to. 


SUFFERERS BY NEW YORK FIRE. 


A bill from the Senate for the relief of sufferers 
by fire in the city of New York was read twice. 
Mr. CAMBRELENG said this bill was the 
same in substance, and differed only in words 
from the one which was reported by the Com- 


_ mittee of Ways and Means. It would not, there- 
fore, be necessary to refer this bill to that com- 
no opinion on the subject; but it was very prob- ;| Mittec.. f 

I at yt Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union; 


| which was agreed to. 


He moved that it be committed to the 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House two 


| communications from the State Department, in 


reference to the expiration of patents for useful 
inventions, and the applications for new ones; 
which were laid on the table, and ordered to be 
printed. ; 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The bill making partial appropriations for the 
support of the Government for the year 1836, 
was, oii motion by Mr. Camprerene, further 
postponed until to-morrow. 


SUFFERERS BY NEW YORK FIRE—AGAIN. 
The House then, on motion by Mr. Campre- 


|| sent among them, there might be some fine offices |! Lun, resolved itself into the Committee of the 
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Whole on the state of 
in the chair.) 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said he felt it his duty 
to throw himself upon the indulgence of the com- 
mittee, and ask them to take up and consider the 
bill from the Senate for the relief of the sufferers 
by the late fire in New York. His reason for 
doing so he explained to be, that the whole busi- 
ness of the custom-house at New York was ob- 
structed, and must remain obstructed so long as 
that bill was not passed, for every bond due was 
lying over, and no entries could be made until 
io bonds were canceled. 

The bill (he said) as it then stood, and was sent 
from the Senate, did not embrace that provision 
which had before excited opposition in the House 
in relation to the surplus revenue. Its object was 
simply to extend accommodation to the debtors 
of the Government, who had been unable to pay 
their debts, from the loss of not less than twen- 
ty-five millions of ca vital in the city of New York. 
He therefore moved that the committee take up 
the bill from the Senate in relation to that sub- 


ject. 


The motion was agreed to; and the bill was 
read from the Clerk’s table, as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the collector of the port of New York be, and he is hereby, 
authorized, as he may deem best calculated to secure the 
interests of the United States, to cause to be extended (with 
the assent of the sureties thereon) to all persons who have 
sutiered loss of property by the conflagration at that place 
on the 16th day of December Jast, by the burning of their 
buildings or merchandise, the time of payment of all bonds 
heretofore given by them for duties, to periods not exceed- 
ing three, four, and five years, in equal annual installinents, 
from and after the day of payment specified in the bonds ; 
or to allow the said bonds to be canceled upon giving to 
the said collector, for the sums of the former, bonds re- 
spectively, payable in equal installments in three, four, and 
five years, from and after the day of payment specified in 
the bonds to be taken up or canceled as aforesaid; and the 
said collector is hereby authorized and directed to give up, 
or cancel, all such bonds upon the receipt of others de- 
scribed in this section; which last-mentioned bonds shall 
be proceeded with, in all respects, like other bonds which 
are taken by collectors for duties due to the United States, 
and shall have the same force and validity: Provided, That 
those who are within the provision of this section, but who 
may have paid their bonds subsequent to the late fire, shail 
also be entitled to the benefit of this section, and that the 
said bonds shall be renewed from the day when the same 
were paid, and said payments refunded: .4nd provided also, 
That the benefits of this section shall not be extended to 
any person whose loss shall not be proved to the satisfac- 
tion of the collector to have exceeded the sum of 81,000. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the collector of 
the port of New York is hereby authorized and directed to 
extend the payment, in the manner prescribed in the first 
section of this act, of all other bonds given for duties at the 
port of New York, prior to the late fire, and not provided 
for in the first section, as aforesaid, for six, nine, and twelve 
months, from and after the day of payment specified in the 
bonds: Provided, however, That nothing contained in this 
act shall extend to bonds which had fallen due betore the 
lith day of December last. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG explained that the only 


variation between this bill and that reported in 


every citizen of the United States who might be | 
overcome by calamity or afilicted hy Providence ? 
How many ships were lost upon the ocean? How 
much property lost?) And who ever heard of 
bills introduced there for relief in such eases? 
There were said to be some fifteen millions of 
»roperty destroyed at New York; but the chief 
oun had fallen upon the insurance offices, not 
upon the merchants, Probably not more than 
three, four, or five millions were lost by the mer- 
chants. The gentieman had said that more than 
one half the revenue was collected in New York 
—more than five millions of dollars. Well, all 
that money remained there, deposited in pet banks, 
and used for the benefit of the merchants of New 
York, without the Government deriving a dollar's 
benefit. Mr. EI. moved to strike out the proviso 
tothe first section. He said,also, he should move 
to strike out the second section, and then he in- | 
tended to vote against the bill. 

Mr. GIDEON LEE, of New York, expressed 
his surprise at the unexpected objections he had 
heard against the bill. Mr. L. entered intoa full 
detail of the particulars of the bill. ‘The splendid 
city of New York, in the space of one brief day, | 


' had lost one fourth of her assessable property, | 


not sixteen millions,as the gentleman from Ken- | 
tucky insisted, but twenty-five millions at least, | 
and what was asked? Not to restore this prop- 
erty, but merely the exereise of the common ob- 
ligations between debtor and ereditor. Not to 
give them money, not to loan it, but they asked 
a rich creditor to postpone, for a time, its claims 


;upon a debtor afflicted with an unforeseen and 


almost overwhelming calamity. All that the city 
of New York asked was accommodation till she 
could get the means of repayment. They asked 
it also on the relation of principal and agent. He 
could not believe that this magnanimous nation, 
with upwards of twenty idle millions in her 
‘Treasury, could refuse this small measure of re- 
lief now asked. 

Mr. CHAMBERS, of Pennsylvania, said, the 
only power existing in the Government, by which 
this bill could pass under the Constitution and the 
laws, was the relation between debtor and credi- 
tor. He maintained that the money paid, the Gov- 
ernment was not only bound to heid it, but had 
no right to return it. Mr. C. should vote in favor 


: Se na sel i : ee : {| 
the Union, (Mr. Connor | the impulse of feeling. Could Congress relieve | 
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from precedent, but from principle, that could be 


urged in favor of the bill, they would not have 
the heart to give it their negative; for he firmly 
believed, that they would not have the argument 
of the heart alone to justify them to their con- 


8 


a 


tituents, but that reason, justice, expediency, 
nd even precedent should plead their justifica- 


tion. 


a 


Were gentlemen aware that the statute-books 
bounded with precedents to justify the relief 


»roposed to be given by the first section of the 
vill, extending the credit upon the revenue bonds ? 


Ie had collected a few, and he believed only a 


few, of the acts which Congress had passed to 


r 
c 


lieve those who had been evertaken by such a 
alamity. In 1803, the town of Portsmouth, in 


New Hampshire, was visited with a destructive 


fi 


t 


ire, and Congress on that oceasion promptly -in- 
erposed, and passed an act for the relief of the 


sufferers, similar in principle to the first section 


if the bill now under consideration. It auther- 


ized the collector at Portsmouth to cancel the old 


| 


credit given by the old bonds. 


t 


vonds, and take new ones, and to extend the 
' Ip 1807, it seems 
hat Portsmouth was again visited by a similar 


calamity, and the like relief was given by Con- 


« 
ss 


t 


In March, 1804, an act was passed for 
he relief of the sufferers by fire in Norfolk, sim- 


rress, 


ilar to those which were passed in the cases of 


Portsmouth. 


< 


| city of Savannah, and 


It will be recollected that, in 1820, 
1 fire swept away a considerable portion of the 
you will find, in your 


| statute-book, a similar act for the relief of the 
Savannah sufferers on that occasion. Here, then, 
were precedents in abundance to justify the tnter- 


ference of this House, if there was any weight 
in precedents, 

But, by examining these same statute-books, it 
would be found that Congress had not limited 
their relief against such calamities to the mere 
extension of the bonds given for duties, but had 
also, on various occasions, wholly remitted the 
duties on the goods destroyed, and that, too, on a 
principle that he considered to be entirely defens- 
ible. Under our system of indirect taxation, it 
was intended that the consumer should actually 
pay the duties upon goods imported into the 


/country, and if those goods were destroyed be- 


of the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky, || 


[Mr. Haron. ] 
Mr. VANDERPOEL said, that, appreciating 


and admiring, as he did, that humane, liberal, | 


| and high-minded feeling, which should ever char- 
acterize an assembly composed of the Represent- | 


atives of a greatand magnanimous nation, he had 
not permitted himself to doubt that the bill under 


fore they went into the hands of the actual tax 


payer, it was right that they should be refunded 


to him who had _ thus, in anticipation, paid them 
to the Government. If Congress had then, as he 


asserted on a variety of occasions, remitted the 


duties, and the principle of such interpositions 


could be supported, he could imagine no difficulty 


| consideration would pass, if there was no consti- | 


the House, was as to the limitations, and the : 


more specific designation of the kind of property 
destroyed. Under former acts of this character, 
the amount of property destroyed merely was set 
forth; the Senate had, he thought, very properly 
inserted the qualification of property, and he 
hoped it would be approved of by the House. 
Mr. HARDIN said, as the Senate had made the 
alteration, none would be entitled to any benefit 
who had not sustained a loss to the amount of 
$1,000; and sufferers to that extent were*to have 
a credit to the extent of three, four, or five years, 
without interest, that he understood. But he did 


not understand the proviso in the same clause, | 


because it appeared to authorize loaning money 
out of the public Treasury, by way of renewing 
the old bonds. 
out interest, upon three, or four, or five years, 
upon the canceled bonds, was nothing more nor 
less, he maintained, than loaning so much money 
to the merchants of New York who had gaods 
destroyed to the amount of $1,000. The poor 
mechanic, the widow, the orphan, could derive 
no benefit from this bill. But he objected to it 
also on principle. He was opposed to loaning the 
public money, either with or without interest; 
and he denied the power of the Government to 
loan its public treasure in this way. He knew 
that bills had heretofore been passed for the relief 
of sufferers under a dreadful calamity at Carac- 
cas, Alexandria, &c.; but that was done under 


The money to be returned, with- | 


tutional objection in the way of its passage. The 
greatest calamity with which the elements had 
ever scourged any city on this continent formed 


| the occasion for the appeal which was made in 


behalf of many of the enterprising and ill-fated 
citizens of one of your commercial cities. The 
disaster was one of unprecedented violence, and 
gentlemen should not too readily have been star- 
led, if the remedies proposed had even exhibited 


some extraordinary characteristics, which he | 


in supporting this bill on the ground of principle; 
a bill which did not at al) propose to relinquish 
the debt to the Government, but only to extend 
the time for payment of it. 

The gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Harpry,} 
and the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
Cuambers,] had objected to the bill because, as 


_they seemed to suppose, it dispensed charity. 


| He (Mr. V.) did not consider that the bill at all 


humbly conceived that the provisions contained in | 


| the billdid not do. To call for chapter, and rule, 
and precedent, and section, to justify means of 


for the occasion. It would be a libel upon legis- 
lation under free and constitutional Govern- 
ments, for it would be virtually saying, that, in 
legislation, the head could never approve what the 
heart most eloquently dictated. 

That the bill for the relief of the New York 
sufferers, frame it as you might, would be op- 
posed, was indeed to have beenexpected. It was 
to have been expected, that that jealous vigilance 
over the public interest and the national Treasury 
which, salutary as it was in the main, so often 
detected objections and bugbears, which its own 
creative energies only produced—it was to have 
been expected that this never-sleeping principle 
| would, in any event, occasion some opposition to 
' the bill ; but the friends of the bill still hoped that, 
when honorable gentlemen came to weigh all the 
| arguments and considerations derivable, not only 





relief in such an emergency, would (he spoke it | 
| with all due deference) be too stoical a requisition | 





| 
} 


| 


involved this principle of charity. Your great 
importing merchants were your agents to bring 
into the country the means of raising revenue. 
You were the principal. The arm of your agent 
was crippled by a certain catastrophe, which no 
human skill could guard against; and the ques- 


| tion was, whether you would let him sink, and 


be disabled from bringing into the country any 
more means to enlarge your revenue; or whether 
you would, by a little indulgence, encourage and 
enable him to go on in his occupation of enter- 
prise, and bring from abroad new means of swell- 
ing your Treasury? All gentlemen would agree 
with him, that not one single dollar’s worth the 
less of foreign goods would be consumed in the 
country, by reason of the immense mass of: goods 
that had been destroyed in New York. The 
vacuums occasioned by the devouring element 
must, and would most assuredly, be filled up; 
not a coat less would be worn, not a cent’s worth 
of groceries the less would be consumed. What, 
then, would be the consequence to the Govern- 
ment? Why, sir, the Government would actually 
make money out of that which had blasted the 
hopes, and annihilated the preguety of so many 
enterprising individuals. It would realize the 
duty upon the goods destroyed, upon the goods 
for which the bonds in question were given, and 
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then derive an additional revenue from the im- 
mense quantity of goods that must and would be | 


imported to supply the deficiency. The Govern- 
ment would then inevitably gain much by means 
of an event which had ereated so much individ- 


ual distress; and would we not, should we not— | 


when we were to be the recipients of so much 
gain—extend a little indulgence to our unfortu- 
nate creditors? He humbly conceived that policy 
and expediency, as well as justice, dictated this 
course; that an opulent individual creditor would, 
under like circumstances, grant to his unfortu- 
nate debtor all the relief provided for by the bill. 
Suppose a debtor engaged in some occupation 
which consequentially produced much gain to 


the creditor—suppose him overtaken by a severe | 


calamity, which paralyzed his energies and dis- 
abled him without some relief from further pros- 
ecuting his business, so directly profitable to him- 
sclf, and so incidentally oe to the creditor 
—would the latter, sir, considering his own in- 
terest; hesitate to extend his bond? He would do 
this, and be apt to go further, and make a new 
loan. Self-interest, if no better motive, would 
prompt him to do this; and was the arm of Gov- 
ernment so tied up, that it could not, in such a 
ease, do for its own interest what an individual 
would do? He did not believe that we were so 
lamentably impotent. 

It had been remarked by gentlemen, that the 
proviso to the first section of the bill was objec- 
tionable, because it provided for cases where bonds 
had already been paid. He did not consider this 
objection at all sound. If we legislated at all, we 
should do it in such a way as at least not to be 
subject to the imputation of partiality. Why 
should not those suilerers whe had been compelled 
to pay their bonds, participate in the benefits in- 
tended to be secured by the bill, equally with 
those whose bonds were unpaid? ‘They had paid 
because they could not enter their goods when 
their bonds laid over. Was this compulsory 
promptness—this inconvenient abstraction from 


those funds which were necessary to enable them | 
to further prosecute their business, was this to 


operate against them? He hoped and confidently 


believed that the bill would pass this Flouse with- || 


out amendment. 


Mr. McKEON said this was a national ques- 


tion, for it was a national calamity—a calamity 
that would be felt in the rémotest sections of the 
country. 
relief or assistance, if they could not come there? 
The bill itself ander consideration would only 
afford partial relief, It provided neither for the 
remission of duties, nor for the loan of any of the 
surplus revenue, 
than the relief which an individual standing in 


the relation of adebtor, suddenly overtaken by an | 


unforeseen misfortune wouldask ofarich creditor. 
Mr. McK. referred to the report of the committee 
of merchants of New York, and read an estimate 


showing that $18,000,000 of property had been | 
destroyed, not one half of which would be reim- | 


bursed to the sufferers by the insurance companies, 
(98,750,000;) and little of that under a period of 
six months. He defended the provisions of the 
bill, not merely on the seal 

of interest and policy to the country generally. 
New York had been a faithful agent in the collec- 
tion of the revenue, a statement of the amount 
of which he read to the House. Mr. McK. also 
replied at length to the objections to the bill. 


ir. PICKENS said no one felt more deeply || 
than he did the catastrophe that had fallen upon | 
the city of New York, the pride and orpamentof | 
the country; and he regretted that the obligations | 


he owed to the country compelled him to subdue 


his feelings of sympathy, and oppose the bill | 


presented for the relief of her citizens. The bill 
was unconstitutional in two points of view. 


or, to a certain extent, an ex post facto law; and 


it, moreover, gave one State a preference over | 
It encroached upon the provisions of | 


another. 
the Constitution. Mr, P. maintained that the 
case of Caraccas was not in point, for the Gov- 
ernment had no power. So in the case of Alex- 
andria, the Government could only have consti- 
tutionally granted relief in that case out of its 
local treasury, and not out of the public Treasury. 


And where could the sufferers go for || 


It provided for nothing more | 


It | 
conflicted with two provisions of the Consgtution. | 
It first provided for the passage of a revenuc law, | 








; aE 
| 


were once admitted, it must be carried out; and 
the merchants of Cincinnati or Boston could come 
before the Hlouse with the same claims, under 
similar circumstances. The loss in New York, 
in reality, fell chiefly upon the insurance offices; 
and, if relief were extended at all, it should be to 
them, and not to the merchants alone. He again 
regretted that his sense of duty compelled him 
to vote against the bill; but it would be setting a 
precedent that would be dangerous in its conse- 
quences, and whose practical operation would 
have noend. Mr. P. referred to the practice of 
the British Government, which never extended 
relief in the way contemplated by this bill since 
the great fire of 1666. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, replied to Mr. 
Hanpiw. He had hoped that this bill would have 
been discussed without sectional feeling. The 


people of New York did not come to ask for | 


charity at the hands of that House. She asked 
only for common, simple, plain justice, not for 
charity—for that common justice meted out to 
every other part of the country. Mr. M. defended 
the course that had always been pursued by the 
State of New York, for her liberal policy and gen- 
erous and enlightened principles. Because, from 
her geographical situation, she was the largest 
commercial State in the Union, it did not follow 
| that she should not have justice done to her. The 


in the ease of Caraccas, but provided nothing 
more than she had a right to ask, and what was 
as much for the interest of the country generally 
as for New York. Mr. M. defended the provis- 
ions of the bill, and replied at length to Mr. Har- 
DIN. 
larger share of the banking capital of the gentle- 
man’s own State came from New York. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD felt a warm sentiment for 
the people of New York, and he was prepared 
to give them relief, He was prepared to remit 
the duties on goods actually destroyed by fire, and 
that he believed to be the only relief that ought 
to be granted. He did not look upon the import- 
ing merchants as paying the duties. The con- 
sumer paid; the importing merchant was the mere 
agent of the Government. Duties were generally 
an advantage to the latter, who invariably pay 
| more for the imported goods in proportion to the 
tax levied upon them. Believing the measure he 
had indicated to be the only relief that ought to 
be afforded, he should vote against this bill in 
|every step, but the other he would cheerfully 

sustain; or he would vote for this bill if it was 
|| modified according to what he considered the only 
proper mode of relief. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY did not believe there was 
any constitutional objection to this bill. Mr. B. 
read the two clauses of the Constitution before 
referred to, and argued that there was no inequal- 
ity or local preference given to New York by this 
bill. Neither the remission of duties, nor an ex- 
tension of time for their payment, applied to the 
prohibition of that instrument. The Constitution 
applied to the law imposing the duties that they 


| ** shall be uniform,’’ and that no preference was | 
s of justice, but || 


given by this bill to the port of New York over 
any other. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND referred to the case of a 
law passed several years ago relative to certain 
importations into the port of Charleston, South 
| Carolina, by which a duty of ten cents tonnage 
was imposed on all ships entering that port. This 
case he adduced to show that for a long time past 
Congress had been in the habit of passing laws 
with regard to local regulations of duties and ton- 
nage. By the law Mr.S., referred to, the city 
council of Charleston were authorized to impose 
a duty of ten cents a ton, for the temporary relief 
of the sick there, &c. x 

Mr. PICKNEY was in favor of the bill, and 
intended to vote for it. He gave a history to the 
law cited by Mr. SurHer.anp, which he said was 


to complete a Federal work they had from pat- 
riotic and benevolent motives undertaken at their 
| own cost. 

| Mr. EVERETT moved that the committee rise 
and ask leave to sit again; which was agreed to. 
_ The committee then rose, and at a quarter to four 
| o'clock, p. m., the House adjourned. 





Mr. M. said it was well known that the | 


passed to authorize the City Council of Charleston. 


He contended that, if the principle in this bill 


i 


| 


| 


| the relief of the Lexington an 
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Frivay, January 15, 1836. 


Mr. WHITTLESEY, from the Committee on 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of John Cow- 


| per; which was read twice and committed, 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessce, from the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, reported a bill for 
Ohio Railroad 
Company; which was read twice and committed, 

Mr. HARRISON, of Pennsylvania, from the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported a bil] 


| granting “regina to certain persons therein 


| 


named; which was read twice and committed, 
Mr. MUHLENBERG, from the Committee 

on Revolutionary Claims, reported a bill for the 

relief of the legal representatives of Captain John 


| Winston, deceased; which was read twice and 


committed. 

Mr. MILLIGAN, from the Committee on Na- 
ral_ Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of John 
S. Devlin; which was read twice and committed. 

Mr. CONNOR, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, reported a bill for the 
relief of Patrick Green; which was read twice 
and committed. 

Mr. LINCOLN, from the Committee on the 
Public Lands, reported a bill authorizing the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office to issue to 


David J. Talbot, a patent for a quarter section of 


. in the State o i i; i 2 
bill under consideration proposed no bounty, as | land in the State of Missouri; which was read 


twice and committed. 

Mr. FRY, from the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of 
Thaddeus Tuttle; which was read twice and com- 
mitted. 

Mr. LEA, of Tennessee, from the Committee 


_on Revolutionary Pensions, reported a bill to pro- 
| vide for paying certain pensioners of the United 








Statesat ulaski, in the State of Tennessee; which 
was read twice and committed. 
Mr. LAY, from the Committee on Revolution- 


| ary Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of James 


Steel; which was read twice and committed. 
Mr. WHITTLESEY, from the Committee on 
Claims; Messrs. HARRISON, of Pennsylvania, 


'and HOWELL, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions; Mr. HAYNES, from the Committee 


on Indian Affairs; and Mr. OWENS, from the 
Committee of Ways and Means—made unfavor- 
able reports upon various petitions; which were 
laid on the table. 

Mr. BELL, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported the following resolution; which 
was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be di- 
rected to inquire whether any, or what, abuses or irregular- 


ities have taken place, or now exist, in that branch of the 
public service which relates to Indian affairs ; and that said 


| committee, if they find it necessary to a full investigation, 


have power to send for persons and papers. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, from the Com- 


| mitteeof Waysand Means, reported the following 
| resolution; which was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House cause to be pre- 
pared for the use of the House, a tabular statement, show- 
ing the expenditure of the contingent fund of the House of 
Representatives from the year 1820 to 1835 inclusive, under 
each material head of expenditure. 

Mr. HANNEGAN moved to suspend the rules 
for the purpose of allowing the presentation of 
resolutions of inquiry; which was objected to. 


+ WEST POINT ACADEMY. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
following resolution, submitted by Mr. Hawes 
on the 7th instant: 

Resolved, That a select committee of nine be appointed 
to inquire what amendments, if any, are expedient to be 
made to the laws relating to the Military Academy at West 
Point, in the State of New York, and also into the expedi- 
ency of modifying the organization of said institution ; and, 
also, whether it would not comport with the public interest 
to abolish the same, with power to report by bill or other- 
wise. 

The question pending was the amendment of 
Mr. WarDWELL, proposing to substitute the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs for a select committee. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, said he intimated 
yesterday, when this resolution was under con- 
sideration, that he desired to say a few words 
upon it. In the first place he wished his col- 
league to withdraw his amendment to refer the 
subject to a standing committee, and to suffer it 
to undergo the investigation of a select committec. 
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In regard to this institution, (Mr. M. said,) | 
there was a great disparity of opinions; and the | 
subject was one of very considerable interest to 
the State he had the honor in part to represent. 
It was also of considerable interest to the various | 
States surrounding this institution; and he found, | 
to his surprise, during the last session, a strong 
disposition manifested by that portion of the 
Representatives coming from those States, thus 
located, to maintain this insUtution in every one 
of the charges made against it. At the last ses- 
sion of Congress a committee of twenty-four 
members, consisting of one from each State, was 
raised on the motion of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, [Mr. Hawes,] to investigate the affairs 
of this institution. ‘That committee appointed a | 
sub-committee, whose labors had not been yet 
officially promulgated to this House or to the 
country. He had the honor to be a member of 
that committee of twenty-four, but not of the sub- 
committee; but he concurred partially with the 
views contained in that report, which was, to say 
the least of it, an elaborate examination of the 
institution from its earliest time. He knew that 
in doing that he incurred some censure from a 
portion of his own State, but he never had, and 
never would, flinch from any important duty he 
felt it incumbent upon him to perform there. 

Mr. M. said, in the examination of the trans- 
actions of this institution he had found much to 
censure. He believed if its friends on that floor 
would take the trouble to investigate it in the 
same way the committee did last year, they would 
find in it more to censure, in the principle of the 
establishment, than they were aware of. He 
knew very well that it was necessary to have 
military officers—they were highly useful at all 
times; but that was not the inquiry at present. 
The inquiry was, whether this institution should 
continue under its present organization? Now, 
there were abuses in this institution developed in 
that report—abuses of a character that would not 
find, he presumed, a single advocate on that floor, 
when they come to be promulgated. 


In his opinion, (said Mr. M.,) the 
on which this institution was establishe 

ganized was utterly inconsistent with the princi- 
S of all the other institutions in the country; 
ut, because he thought so, he did not therefore 





rinciple 


and or- | 





THE 


|| thought it very simple, indeed. 


R A 


CONG 
objection, however, to selecting an individual out 
of a population of forty-seven thousand seven 
hundred, and educating him at the public ex- 
pense, was one that he never had seen satifacto- 
rily answered, for it could not be answered. 

But (said Mr, M.) gentlemen might ask him | 
what system could be adopted by this Govern- 
ment, in regard to that institution, so as to pro- | 
cure that degree of military education they all | 
agreed as requisite and necessary? Why, he 
He granted that 
it was necessary this profession should be in the 


= 
| 


| 
1 


i 
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| country at all times; but, in granting this, he 
| did not grant that it should be procured by the 


| means then existing, 


He would do this and then 
He would support an institution like that 
at West Point, established perhaps on somewhat 


stop. 


| similar principles, and provide that the Govern- 
| ment should erect all the necessary buildings, and 


establish the professorships, which should be sup- 
ported at the expense of the Government, and 
there he would Stop. He would leave it open as 
every other institution of the country was, of a 
literary character. He would do away entirely 


| with the privileges which the present institution 


conferred upon the individuals who had passed 


| throughit. He would leave the offices of the Army 


desire to see its extermination. It was at variance | 


with all our other institutions, because it was ex- 
elusive. It formed the only avenue by which the 
people of this country sous approac 

of the Army. It was the gateway, and the only 
gateway, by which any citizen of this country 
could alone reach them, and that was not right. 


It was again objectionable to Mr. M.’s mind, | 


because he could perceive no reason—he never 
had perceived any reason—why a single individ- 
ual out of any part of this Union should be se- 
lected by amember representing that district upon 
this floor to be educated exclusively at the public 
expense; although he knew gentlemen would 
say,as they had heretofore said, that this was 
necessary, in order to acquire the best amount of 
military information in the country. There was 
no doubt that it was necessary to have this in- 
formation in the country, both in time of war and 
in time of peace; but could it not be secured by 
some other means? There was no reason why 
one individual should be taken and educated at 
the public expense. But, besides the principle, 


what wasitin practice? Why, we saw individuals | 
continually pressing the Government in every || 


quarter for admission into this institution, to be 
educated professedly for the military service, but 
very frequently, too generally, with the secret 
design in their hearts of devoting themselves to 
the civil pursuits of society. This was another 
ground of objection in his mind, even if the insti- 
tution bestowed the military education required, 
because you sent a young man there with a fraud 
in his heart; and the course of education unfitted 
him for the performance of those duties incumbent 
upon civil life. You sap and destroy the founda- 
tions which should form the basis of his future 
course. Moreover, the system was just such a 
system as prepared a young man, not for civil, 
but for a military life; and the first thing he had 
to do was to Sategen almost everything he had 
learnt there. Djections 


The 


These were some of the o 


that presented themselves to his mind, 


£ sive offices | 





| judgment, better served than at present. 


open to honorable competition, so that those best 
qualified should be selected by whatever means 
they have acquired their military knowledge. 
This would excite a proper competition, and the 
country would be benefited by it, and, in his 


He 


| could see no reason why a man educated at this 
| institution should be more peculiarly fitted for the 


What did 


offices of the Army than any other. 
Wasit not 


experience—what did history show? 


| that, whenever the country required the exercise 


of those powers, individuals possessing them were 


| always found and elected by their confederates to 


defend their country, and those made the very 
best officers? It surely did not follow that, because 
a young man was educated at West Point, or in 


the military schools at Paris, he, therefore, pos- || 


sessed more courage than any other. 

As the thing then stood, and as the report, | 
when it came to be promulgated, which he hoped 
it would, would show, this institution cost the 
country by far too much for the education of these 
young men; whether it sprung from abuse or not, || 
such was the fact when they looked at the utility | 
produced by the expenditure. This, taken in | 
connection with another fact, offered an additional || 
ground of objection to the institution as it then || 
existed. If Mr. M. recollected the reportaright, 
it proved that not more than two out of five of all 
the persons who ever entered the institution had 


} 


|| stayed there long enough to graduate; and not two 
out of five who had graduated ever entered the 
|| Army; and when it was recollected that not two 


out of five who entered the Army stayed in it more 
than two years, he thought it conclusive that the 
| utility of the institution was not commensurate 
with its expenditure. If Mr. M.’s memory served 
him aright, the report showed that every graduate 
| coming from that institution had cost the United | 


| last ten years, and previously amuch larger sum; 
and he believed, within one year, the graduates of | 
that institution had cost upwards of thirty thou- | 
sand dollars. He did not know the cause of that | 
| immense expenditure. It mightbe by mismanage- | 
ment or misfortune—he cared not; but it showed | 
there were some extraordinary abuses in regard | 
to the institution. Now, if there be any truth in | 
these statements—any truth in the reports that 
extensively prevailed in the country, the institu- 
tion was mismanaged and misconducted, and | 
ought to be investigated into and reformed. He, 
therefore, made an earnest appeal to his colleague 
that he would withdraw his amendment, and per- 
mit the subject to go to a select committee. 
Mr. M. made some further remarks in relation 
to the duties of the Military Committee, which 
were too onerous to afford th 


| 





} 
} 
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tion to which man 
committee had 


He hoped the 


of the gentlemen on that 
redispositions in relation to it. 
ouse would send it to a select 


ings, should undergo a full and complete investi- 
gation. 


| 


NONAL, GLOBE. 


States more than five thousand dollars within the || 


! to af em the time neces- | 
sary for the investigation of this object; in addi- | 


committee, so that the institution, in all its bear- | 


He hoped the friends of the institution ! 


ill 
itself would vote for the original motion, and that 
his colleague would withdraw his amendment. 

Mr. PIERCE, of New Hampshire, addressed 
the House for a short time; but, without con- 
cluding, gave way to a call for the orders of the 


day. 


{Mr. P.’s remarks will be given hereafter in a 


consecutive form.] 


DISTRICT BANKS. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Maryland, from a select 
committee, reported a bill to extend the charters 
of certain banks in the District of Columbia until 
the Ist of October, 1836; which was read twice. 

Mr. T. said, he was about to ask a favor of 


| the House, before doing which he desired to 


make a short explanation. The interests of the 
wople of the District required that the bill should 
xe acted on speedily. The extension of the 
charter of the banks would afford the select com- 
mittee time to get through with their investigation, 
make their report to Congress, and for Congress 
to act on it, and at the same time it would pro- 
vide for the wants of the community. It was 
almost indispensably necessary that the billshould 
be acted on immediately, and it was one on which 
no debate could arise. He would, therefore, ask 
that the House now give the bill a third reading. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY said, that as the bill 
would elicit no discussion, it could not be neces- 
sary to go into committee; he would therefore 
move that it be now read. 

Mr. HAWES said, that the gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. Tnomas] had stated that his ob- 
ject in extending the charters of these banks till 
October next was, that Congress might have an 
opportunity of actingonthem. If the gentleman 
meant that this Congress was to act on the sub- 
ject, he had extended the time longer than was 
necessary; and if it was the next session, the 
charter would expire before its next meeting. 

Mr. THOMAS said, that the time which the 
committee had adopted was a time which might 
guard against all possible difficulty which might 

‘arise, He could not anticipate what the report of 
the investigating committee might be. It might 
be in favor of some institutions, and against 
others. In that event, it was necessary to have 
some time, so that new institutions might be put 
in operation. The present bill only extended the 
time ninety days after the termination of the ses- 
sion of Congress. He thought that under these 
considerations gentlemen would see that the com- 
mittee could not have done otherwise. 

Mr. McK ENNON said, he did not rise to pro- 
| long debate, but he rose to congratulate the Com- 
' mittee for the District of Columbia, because. the 
| select committee had reported a bill similar to the 
| one which that committee had reported last ses- 
sion. The only difference was, that the District 
Committee thought that the charters should be 
extended one year, so that they might be pre- 

pared to wind up their affairs. 

Mr. PARKER asked, if the bill was now be- 
fore the House on its third reading? 

The CHAIR said that the unanimous consent 
of the House having been obtained, the bill was 
now before the House. s 

Mr. PARKER said, that the bill would require 
more time than could be given to it to-day ; he 
would, therefore, move that the further considera- 
tion of it be postponed tll Thursday next; which 
motion was disagreed to. 

Mr. HARDIN made a few remarks in opposi- 
ion to the bill. Some of the banks (he said) had 
wound up their affairs, and in his opinion a good 
many of them ought to wind up. 

Mr. THOMAS said, that the select committee 
| had not yet commenced their examination. They 


\| had waited to see the wishes of Congress on the 


subject. If the House determined not to extend 
the charters of these banks, he was authorized 
by the committee to ask leave to sit during the 
session of the House. 

Mr. LANE said, that he recollected that one 
of the reasons assigned for sending this subject 
to a select committee was, that that committee 
would act more proniptly than the Committee for 
the District of Columbis. 

The select committee had now been raised 
some weeks,and nothing done. He believed the 
business would have been as promptly done by 
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the Committee for the District. But he anticipated 
something more on the passage of this bill; and 
that was, that the committee would ask for a 
summer’s job, for the purpose of giving these 
bank affairs an investigation. 

Mr WHITTLESSY said, as this discussion 
was likely to interfere with the business set apart 
for to-d ‘ys he would move to lay the bill on the 
table; which motion was disagreed to. 

Mr. HAWES said, the gentleman from Mary- 
land had stated that the object of continuing the 
charters, was to afford the banks time to wind up 
their affairs, 

Mr. TIEOMAS explained. He did not say 
time to wind up their afluirs, but to continue 
them in operation until Congress should act on 
them. 


Mr. HAWES said, that if the gentleman from 


Maryland did not give that as a reason, some 
other gentleman must have done so. 
giving more than was actually necessary for an 
investigation. Ile would therefore move to amend 
the bill by inserting the Ist of July, instead of the 
Ist of October; which amendment was disagreed 
to. 


Mr. VANDERPOEL demanded the previous | 


question, which was not seconded, 

Mr. PARKER was glad the previous question 
was not seconded. ‘There was no reason why 
this bill should be hurried through. He ealled 
upon gentlemen to show why the bill should be 
pss dtoday. The gentleman from Maryland 
had let us into a seeret which we did not know 
before; and that was, that Congress would be kept 
insession until July next—whether for the pur- 
pose of allowing the committee to examine the 
slate of the banks, he could not tell. The gentle- 
ian wants the committee to sit during sessions of 
the House. Mr. P. thouchtit was wrong totake 
upa bill and pass it in this way. j 
pone it until next week. The bill had got before 


the House without his knowledge, otherwise he | 


would have objected to its being taken up in this 
way. 
Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, said this was 


an important question; and he hoped that there | 
would be no attempt to apply what was valgarly | 
Perhaps no question, involving | 
more important considerations, could be presented | 


When || 


called the gag. 


tothe people of the District of Columbia. 
the gentleman reported the bill, he must have had 


some object in view; and he thought it was this, || 
that all these charters expire in March, and ought | 
to be continued until Congress could act on the || 
If this was the gentleman’s object, he | 


subject, 
would be willing to extend the charters tll Octo- 
ber. Congress met in December; but every per- 
son knew that no action could be had for four or 
five weeks after the meeting. In the mean time, 
bankrupteies mightensue. Ifthe institutions were 
not to be rechartered, the sooner the public knows 
itthe better for all eoneerned. If there could be 
no action at this session of Congress, then some- 
thine like this bill was necessary. He had, how- 
ever, understood, from a person connected with 


‘ one of the banks, that they had all their papers | 


ready which the committee would want to exam- 
ine, and if the committee would ¢o to work, the 
whole business of that institution might be done 
in three hours. 

Mr. HUNTSMAN said, the gentleman from 
Rhode Island [Mr. Pearce] had supposed thata 
three hours’ examination was all that was neces- 
sary. Mr. H. was not willing to put his hand 
upon anything unless he gave it a thorough ex- 
amination. He was not of opinion that the banks 
of the District were more exquisitely nice in their 
manner of doing business than other banks. 
There might be five or six banks which would 
require but little investigation, but then there 
were some three or four who had not been quite 
so fortunate as their neighbors, and would require 
more attention to ascertain whether individuals 
who had been debtors to the banks had not put 
down their credit for the purpose of speculating. 
He would not say this was so, but it might be so. 
He would not desire such an investigation gone 
through with in three hours. He neither had 
prejudices against the banks nor for them. Per- 
lene the gentleman from Maryland thinks he will 
stand a better chance in getting charters for these 
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Ile was | 
willing to give them time, but he was opposed to | 


Why not post- i 


et CE 


lieved there was not a bank whose charter was 
twenty years old, which was as it should be. If 
it should be the sense of the House to recharter 
these institutions, it would take the committee 
some time to get matters ina proper condition to 
lay before the House. In thatevent, it would be || 
necessary to have leave to sit during the sessions || 
of the House. We would then be taken away 
from our business in the House. This would be || 
: 
agreat disadvantage. Mr. H. had resolutions | 
which had been drawn up for three weeks, and || 
there had been no opportunity to offer them; || 
sometimes the abolition question prevented it; at | 
other times something else. Suppose we do pass 
bills rechartering those banks, then the Senate 
has got to act on them, and all this required time. | 


banks at the next session of Congress. He be- | 


Tie amendment of Mr. Hawes was then neg- || 
atived, 

Mr. GILLET moved to amend the bill by 
reserving to Congress the right at any time to 
repeal the act; which was disagreed to. 

Mr. BROWN asked for the yeas and nays on 
the quesuion of engrossment; which were not | 
ordered, {| 

Mr. HARLAN moved to amend the bill by 
substituting the 4th of March, 1837, for the Ist 
of October, 1836, as the period to which the bank 
charters should be extended; which was nega- 


| 


| tived—avyes 61—noes not counted. 


The bill was then ordered to be engrossed, and 

read a third time this day. 
LIGHT-HOUSES. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
on the subject of light-houses; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be print d. i 

SUFFERERS BY NEW YORK FIRE. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG expressed a hope that 
the Llouse would suspend private business, in 
order to proceed with the bill for the relief of the || 
sufferers by the late fire in the eity of New York. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY said he should be very 
happy to gratify the gentleman, but he could not 
consent to lay aside the business of the day—the 
only one in which private business could be con- 
sidered. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG then moved a suspen- || 
sion of the rules; which was negatived without || 
a count, 

PRIVATE BILLS. | 


The House then went mto Committee of the || 
Whole (Mr. Warp in the chair) upon the fol- | 
lowing bills: ‘| 

A bill for the relief of James Talford; 

A bill for the relief of Pieree and Van Voorhis; || 


A bill for the relief of the heirs of Franzoni 
and Jardella; 


Willian Findlay; 


A bill for the relief of Marinus W. Gilbert; | 


A bill for the relief of Jesse Smith and others; 

A bill for the relief of Richard Hardesty; 

A bill for the relief of David Bartlett; 

A bill for the relief of William Baker, of New 
York; and 

A bill for the relief of Doctor William Baker, 


| of the District of Columbia. | , : 
| its passage; which were refused. 


After the bills were considered, (one of which 
was amended,) the committee rose, and reported 
to the House; when the amendment to the bill 
for the benefit of Jesse Smith and others, was 
agreed to; and the several bills were ordered to be 
engrossed, and read a third time to-morrow. 

The House again went into Committee of the | 
Whole (Mr. Prerce, of New Hampshire, in the | 
chair) upon the following bills: 

A bill for the 

A bill for the 

A bill for the 

A bill for the 

A bill for the 

A bill for the 

A bill for the 

A bill for the 


relief of Andrew Dodge; 
relief of George Bender; 
relief of Nathan P. Tatum; 
relief of Benjamin F. Stickney; 
relief of John McDonell; 
relief of Henry Knowles, sen.; 
relief of John Pollock; 

A bill for the relief of Daniel Homans; 

A bill for the relief of Owen Rice, et al., repre- 
sentatives of Eyerly; 


OBE. _ 


A bill for the relief of Joseph Cooper; 
A bill for the relief of Thomas T. Townsley; | 


| 
\} 
relief of Daniel Whitney; | 





; January 15. 


A bill for the relief of Lieutenant Washington 
Seawell; ” 

A bill for the relief of Russ & Roach: and 

A bill for the relief of Jane Taylor and children, 

The committee rose, reported the bills to the 
House, and they were sonunea to be engrossed 


| and read a third time to-morrow. 


The House again resolved itself into a Com- 


| mittee of the Whole, (Mr. Briges in the chair,) 


und proceeded to consider the following bills: 

A bill for the relief of the representatives 
Willie Blount; 

A bill for the 

A bill for the 

A bill for the 

A bill for the 

A bill for the 
Wilkins; 

A bill for the relief of Commodore John Downes; 

A bill for the relief of Stephen Crittenden; 

A bill for the relief of Jacob B. Gilbert; 

A bill for the relief of Joel Sartain; 

A bill for the relief of the representatives of 
Thomas Beaucham; 

A bill for the relief of Joshua Cullumber; 

A bill for the relief of Abner Stetson; and 

A bill for the relief of the Springfield Manu- 
facturing Company. 

The consideration of the bill for the relief of 
Commodore John Downes, after a few remarks 
by Messrs. Parker and GrENNELL, was post- 
poned; and the bill for the relief of the representa- 
tives of Thomas Beaucham was amended, when 

The committee rose, reported the bills to the 
House, with the exception of the bill for the relief 
of Commodore Downes, (upon which the commit- 
tee asked and obtained leave to sit again.) 

The amendment to the bill for the relief of 
Thomas Beaucham’s representatives was con- 
curred in; and the several bills reported from 
the Committee of the Whole were ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time to-morrow. 


AMERICAN CONSUL AT LONDON. 


On motion by Mr. MASON, of Virginia, the 
House went into Committee of the Whole on the 


of 


relief of Laurentius M. Eiler; 
relief of Moses Bliss; 

relief of David 8. Campbell; 
relief of Saunders & Putnam; 
relief of the executors of Charles 


' state of the Union, (Mr. Haynes in the chair,) 
‘upon the bill from the Senate allowing certain 


charges in the accounts of the American consul 
at London. 
After a few remarks of an explanatory char- 


| acter, by Messrs. MANN, of New York, and 


MASON, of Virginia, the committee rose, re- 
ported the bill to the House, when it was read a 
third time and passed. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. HANNEGAN asked the consent of the 
House to submit a motion for an adjournment 
over to Monday. 

Objection being made, Mr, H. moved a sus- 


| pension of the rule; which was agreed to—yeas 
aa ; . | 107, nays 30. 
A bill for the relief of the representatives of || 


Mr. HANNEGAN then moved, that when the 
House adjourn, it would adjourn to Monday. 
Mr. GARLAND, of Louisiana, asked for the 


| yeas and nays; which were not ordered. 


DISTRICT BANKS. 
An engrossed bill, extending the charters of 


| certain banks in the District of Columbia to the 
| Ist of October, 1836, was read the third time. 


Mr. BROWN asked for the yeas and nays on 


Mr. PARKER moved an adjournment—ayes 


| 79, noes 63. 


The House then adjouraed until Monday. 





IN SENATE. 
Mownpay, January 18, 1836. 


The following message was received from the 
President of the United States, by Mr. Done.- 
son, his Private Secretary: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

GENTLEMEN: In my message at the opening of your ses- 
sion, { informed you that our Chargé d’Affaires at Paris had 
been instructed to ask for the final determination of the 
French Government in relation to the payment of the in- 
demnification secured by the treaty of the 4th of July, 1831, 
and that when advices of the result should be received, it 
would be made the subject of a special communication. 

In execution of this design, I now transmit to you the 
papers numbered from 1 to 13, inclusive, containing, among 
othe; things, the correspundence on this subject between 








